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A. A Fourth. 3 
Ie OF . 


| ARG U MENT to prove the m- 
OTE of the SOU L, G . 


SIR. 


p repeating the ſame things 
over and over again, there 
is no End. The Thing [ 

«propoſed to prove, is, [ 

think, ſo fully made ont in my fore- 

going g Defenſes ; that T might ſafely. 
leave the whole Matter to the intelli- 
gent and impartial Reader, without 
any further Tnlargement. Your laſt 

| Anſwer is little more, than a renew- 
ing of your former Aﬀertions, ſome- 
times in the ſame, and ſometimes i in 
different Words; as if you thought 
all that I had advanced to the con- 
trary, was entirely wide of the Que- 

Fon. Whether that be really the caſe 


"4 - 


Tx 


or no, I am very * the World 


ſhould judge: And therefore, in re- 
ply to your perpetual Repetitions, * 
ſhall not tranſcribe my former Papers; 


but only refer 'to them, as occaſi- 
on ſhall. offer; and defire they ma 1 


fairly be compared together: An 


as Igo along, ſhall endeavour to point 


- out to yon Tome of the chief Miſre- 
preſentations and Fallacies you ap- 


pear to be guilty of: And where 
vou offer at any Argument that 
ſeems new in any part of it, ſhall con- 


| fi der it in its Place. 


Arſe. pag. 


may find. I am not ſenſible, that 
I have paſſed over any of your. 


"You [SOAR with charging me, that 


out of Four ObjeFions infiſted on in 
your Reflexions, I have * . con- 


federation of Three, | 
Whether this be true, or no; 3 


who pleaſe ta compare the Papers, 


Objections, or any part of any of 


them, unanſwered ; Only, where 
You have repeated the ſame things 


again, (as, for Inſtance, in that poor 
Gbjection drawn from our Ignorance 


. manner how God will diſpoſe of 


Souls of Brutes ; 5 0 inſtead of re- 
peating 


EY 
peating my Anſwers, I have only 
referred to them as they ſtood in 
my former Defenſes'z which is ulti- 
mately appealing to the Judgment of 
the intelligent Reader: And for this 
Complaint, I ſhall give you more fre- 
quent Occaſions hereafter. * 


: Aud in anſwer 20 your Fourth Ob- pag. 2 (x 
jeckion, you ſay I am ſo far from ſhow-4. 
ing (as I ought to have done,) that if 
Conſciouſneſs did inhere in a Syſtem 
of Matter, it muſt confiſt of the Con- 
ſciouſueſſes of the Parts; that on the 
contrary | have only indeauoured to 

© || prove, that, as Roundneſs muſt conſiſt 

M ſeveral Pieces of Roundneſs, or Ten- Wo 

- || dencies towards Roundneſs; ſo, if Con- > 

| ſciouſneſs did, in like manner with 

/ | Roundneſs, inhere in a Syſtem of 

„ | Matter, It muſt conſiſt of ſeveral Ten- 

t | dercres towards Conſciouſneſs. And 

r | this you call an apparent Deſertion 

f af my Argument. 77 1 

e Nov to this, I reply ; that, conſſt- 

sing of the Conſciouſueſſes of theParts,and 

r conſiſting of ſeveral Tendencies towards 

e | Conſciouſneſs, is the very ſame thing. 

For, as nothing that is not Curve, can 

>- | have any Tendency towards Curvity ; 

r nm 
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as there are different degrees of t 8 
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Sound - But as it is plainly. impoſſible. 


| dency towards being any Sound, or 


that any Motion, or any other Qua- 
lity of Matter void of Conſciouſneſs, 
ſhonld have any Terdener towards 


properly Tendencies towards Round- 


1 6) | 
as nothing chat is not Colour, can 
have any Tendency towards Colaur; 
as nothing that js not Sonnd, can have 
any Tendency towards Sound e So no- 
thing that is not Conſeionſe g, can 


have any Tendency towards Conſciouſ- 
eſs. Differences indeed and Degrees 
there · may be, of the diſtinctneſs of 
Conſciouſneſs and vigor of Thinking ; 


Curvity of a Line, different degrees of 
the Brightneſs of a Colour, and diffe- 


rent degrees of the Clearneſs f 4 
that any Colour ſhould have any Tes- 
that any Figure ſhould have any Ten 


dency towards being any Motion ; fo 
it is likewiſe ridiculous to imagine 


2, 


2 2 


being Conſciouſneſs. * 

Befides : The Curvities af: the "* li 
veral little Arches that conſtitute the | 
Circumference of à Circle, are not 


eſs ; (for a Part has no more Ten- 
dency to the Mole by Compoſetion, | 
than the VV hole has a Tendency i” its 
x "art 


* ; 


209 


Part by — 5 but they are them⸗ 


ſelves, being taken together, the 


whole Circle, or the Roundmeſs it 
ſelf : So that "Rountneſs i is not'a new 


real Quality, reſulting from the Cur- 


vities of the ſeveral parts; but only 


| a Name of the 44 bole. a EO exterÞl Sec Third. 


Devodnitation\: Ever! in he ſame 2 


manner as the Twelve Units that con- 
ſtitute'the Number a Dozen, are not 
properly ſo many Tendencies towards 


29. 


a Dozen, (as towards any real new 


ö Thing or Quality ;) but are Them- 


ſelves, being taken together; the Num- 
I ber « Doxen; which Name is nothing 
but a ere Term, an eternal Denomi- 
- Bn:gtzon of the Whole, and nothing at 
> fall really in the Things numbered. 
Conſciouſneſꝭ therefore in like manner, 
if it was nothing but the Sum of thoſe 
;, Motions or Modes of Motion; which 
s you call Tendencies towards Conſci- 
pPouſneſs ; would not be a diſtinct Qua- 
lity really inhering in the Thinking 
Subſtance, (as every Man feels by Ex- 
perienee, and you your ſelf grant that 


or Term of Art, nothing but a Name 
thoſe 


t is 3) but it would be a mere Mord 


: external Denomination, ſuch as are 


: 


ts). 


155 De- thoſe Qualities which [ ranked unde? 
ſenſe, 7. 5. the Third Sort. 3 


Anſw. to 


Wherefore when you confeſs 8, that 


Third De. the Parts [4 1 Rotindneſs, ſup- 


. fenſe, pat. 


20. 


poſe,) muſt. be fo fat the Same 
Kind. as to have 4 Tealger to that 
ende Figure of which they are 4 


Part: And, hiv" in that Senſe you 


have, always allowed Conſciouſneſs to 


pag. 22. 


Pag. 4. 


Pag. 23, 
& 24. 


i 


conſiſt of Powers 1 the ſame Kind 7 


flem of Matter, it muſt neceſſarily be 
"allowed that the diſtind Beings in that 


Conſciouſneſs to conſiſt of Powers of the 
Same Kind; For, according to You, 


becauſe if Conſciouſneſs inheres in a $y- 


Syſtems contribute towards Thinking, as 
the Pieces of a Circle do towards 4 


Circle, or as all the Parts of 4 Opftent | 
- ths Matter contribute \ towards. the S 


laid in the Third Defenſe, may, for 


ought you know, be a Vindication of 


| 
( 
| 
( 
And again; that What 15 : 
ſ 
th Concluſion before-cited, (viz. that if ; 


Conſciouſneſs did inhere in a Syſtem of || | 


Matter, it muſt conſiſt of ſeveral Ten- 
dencies towards Conſciouſneſs : ) And 
again; You do, in that Senſe, allow 


it conſe, ſts 7 Parts which have a Ten- 1 

dency to Thinking or Conſciouſneſs, as 

nes. does of Parts that have 4 
Ten- 


I. os. 


1 Ws ..Q * 


„ 
Tendency to Roundaeſs : In all theſe 
Paſſages you ditectly give up the 
Queſtion. For, thoſe Modes of Mo- 

tion (or of any other Quality of Mat- 
ter) which you call Tendencies to (on- 

ſciguſugſe, either are themſelves Con- 
ſcionſueſſes and Thoughts, or not. If 
they he; then, às the whole Chrvity 
of a,Citcle is made up of the Curvi- 
ties of the ſevetal little Parts Or 


Arches. of which it is compoſed, ſo 
whole Conſeionſneſs or Thinking will 


likewiſe be made up of ſeveral partial 
Conſciouſneſſes or Thoughts 3; which is 
giving up the Queſtion with one 
Hand: Or if they be not; then, as 
the Roundnels of a Circle, ſo far as 
# differs from the Curvities of the 
little Arches of which it is compo- 
ſed, is nothing but a bare Name of a 
Whole, a mere external Denominatiom; 
ſo Conſciouſneſs, as far as it differs 
from thoſe conſtituent Modes that are 
no Conſcionſneſſes, will be only a Name 
of « Whole, a mere External Denomi- 
nation, and nothing at all really in 


the Thinking Subſtance it ſelf; Which 
lis giving up the Queſtton with the 
other Hand. N RY 


"hy . 


de 


$7 


Von repreſent! me all aw; FOR 1 


ing, as if my whole Aigen 


was founded upon the Suppoſition, that 


in the Idea of an Immaterial Being Ex- 


tenſion is contained. That Extended 


Being of Mr Clark's. You think'hins 
aiſtalen i in making the Soul an Extend. 


ed Being. In rraking an' Extended 


Being, as ſuch, Gc. An Immaterial 


Suh terte and a Clock agree, according 
to Mi. Clark, in being Extended: And; 
to make Immaterial Being Extended, 
as Mr Clark does. | 

This is neither big Me nor your 


Pe: na Juſtice. For 1 my Argument 


is not at all founded upon any Sap: 
poſition either of Immaterial Sub: 


ſtance being Extended or Unextended. 


That which I undertook to prove, 
was, that Matter, (all whoſe ſolid 


Parts are ſo many diſtinct, ſeparable, 


independent, unconnected Beings ;) 
could not be a Subject capable of In- 


dividual Conſciouſneſs; And that 
therefore Conſciouſneſs. muſt have 
ſome other Subject to reſide in. Whe- 
ther That e Subject be Extended 
or Unextended, (whatever: you may 


ſu ppotc my Opinion to be,upon other 


Grounds, ) 


7 If * 

Grounds,). the preſent! S de- 
termines not; but leaves every Rea 
der at Liberty to judge as he ſhall 
find Reaſon.. Only I affirmed by the by, 
for Argument's ſake, that I-thought Er 4p 
the -Difficulties ariſ ing from the nw 
poſition of Immaterial Sabſtance be. 
ing Extended, were not greater, but 
rather leſs, than thoſe which ariſe 

from the Suppoſi ition of its being Un- 
extended. See Saunen mne pa 

37, 38, 39. 

It is here alſo en to be oboe. Anſw. te 
ved incidentally; that, when you ask, 34 Defenſe, 
What other Argument can be made uſe © * 
of to prove. all Matter diviſible by the 
Power of God, but what is drawn from 


Me conſideration of its Extenſion © and 


affirm, that if Matter, as an extended 
Being, ir dliviſibleʒ all extended Beings 

ruſt be diviſible : and, that I have 20% g. 2;. 
other Reaſon to male all Matter diviſi- 

ble, but becauſe it is Extended: and, 

when you mention the Dieiftbiliry,. 


| add by way of Explication, or (which paz. 18. 


is all one) the Extenſion, of Matter e Reply to 


Lon ſeem to forget, that you your firjt De- 


fenſe, pag. 


ſelf expresſly allowed Space, though 3% 2d 


extended, to be abſolutely Indiſcer- Refiett, on 


pible And, that therefore you your T ah 5 


B 2 ſelfas 


Iſt Def. 


Pag. 24 
and 2d 

Def. pag. 
39: 


2 a : wy . 1 
((12Y 


ſelf make Matter diviſible, not barely 


4s an Extended Being, but as finitely 
Extended; And, =o I gave ſtill ano- 


ther Reaſon for {tiling Matter divifi- 


ble ; iz. Gods having by his own 


Will and good pleaſure created it 
ſuch a Subſtance; all whoſe folid Parts 


we find by: Experience to be: ſo ma- 


an from another, and uncannefted; 


that is, having no eſſential connexi- 
on one with another, nor any depen- 
_ dence one upon another for their 

Exiſtence ; as the Parts of Space evi- 


dently have, even ſeparate from the 
Conſidetition of its being abſolutely 


Infinite; and as the Parts of Tiue 


have. (foraſmuch as every Momeas, 


iu ſeparable from the other Parts of 
Duration 5) and as the Parts, impro- 


Argument, which (as I have ſaid) 
does not r imply ay fuch| 
+ . | 


co-exiſting with all the Parts of Space, 
is yet both indiviſible in it ſelf; and 


perly ſo called, of [material Sub- 
ſtances may have, for any thing that 
can ever be proved to the- contrary, 
on Suppoſition of their being Extend- 
ed. But all this is beſide the main 


In 


— L 


0 13 * 
1 In ile manner; * en you rok. a Anſiver 
long and pompous Diſcourſe about 2 3d Pt 


Adequate and Inadequate Ideas, and oY » 


about Difficulties that cannot be per- 
t feckly cleared; (that is, which cannot 
s | be cleared wholly, but yet may in great 
- | part, and enough to ſatisfy any reaſo- 
t | nable perſon; though, it ſeems; you 

; know 10 ſuck Difference:) When, I pe. 6. 
- | ſay, you talk about theſe things as 
of great neceſſity to be premiſed, and 
ir | as if you would have the Reader 
i- think the Whole Argument depended 
e | upon the right ſtating of them; 

ly | whereas in reality they have no rela- 
2e tion at all to the Argument, but were 
#,1| tarted only upon occaſion of that 
e, foreign and incidental Queſtion con- 
id cerning the Extenſion of Immaterial 
of Subſtance; In all this Matter, you 
o-| have by no means made a right Re- 
b-| preſentation of things. 

at However ; as to the Diſtinction it 
y, felf, between Abſardities or Contradi- 
d- . and Difficultier that cannot le 
in perfectly cleared ; I deſire only, that 
d)] what J have ſaid upon this Head, 
ch] (3d Defenſe, pag. 80, 81, 82,_) may 

0 by compared with what jon have fal 
In 


upon 
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(14) 
upon it, ( Anſ. pag. 6-16. And whe- 
* then I had not reaſon,(notwith- 


Anſiv. pag ſtanding the Amuſement of Ten Pages 


6. Cr. 


about Difficulties ariſing from the Per- 
ception of the Diſagreement of perfect or 
adequate Tdeas, and Difficulties ariſing 


from the Perception of the Diſagreement 


of imperfect or inadequate Ideas; when 
on the contrary I had expresſly ſaid, 
that the Difficulties I meant, did wot 
arife from the Perception of any Diſa- 


_ greement of [deas at all, but merely from 


our having in our Imagination yeither 


no Ideas, or ſach very imperfect ones 


as cannot well be compared together, 


of Things whoſe Exiſtence or Cer- 


tainty we can nevertheleſs demonſtra- 


bly prove by Reaſon, and apprehend“ 
many of their Properties by the Di- 


derſtanding ; Which every one, that | 


_ underſtands the firit Elements of.” Ma- 


thematicks, knows to be the Caſe of 
All Sorts of Infinites and of Some Fi- 
uites e Whether, I ſay, I had not 
good reaſon) for the Diſtinction I 


made, I am willing any one, who 
pleaſes to com parc the Books, ſhould 
Judge. 2 . 


, 
© a 1 
— _ 


You 


n 7 
\ . 
1 


K 
You MY What is 4 -Diffculty Ge 6. 
Cannot be perfectly . cleared by" Fer 
ſon of defe@®ive Ie, but 4 Diffewttly . _Þ 
which ariſes from the Perception of the - = 
Diſagreement of thoſe Ideas? l anlwer; | 
*'Tis difficulty: ariſing, not from the Fg 
Perception of any Diſagree ment of IL. ; 
deas, but from the Want or Defe@®ive- „ 
neſo of Ideas in the Imagination; 
which therefore we cannot compare 
ſo as to Imam diſtinckly how they 4. 
gree, though we can by our Reaſore 
and Underſtanding- demonſtrate it is 
iupoſſi ble they ſhould diſagree. This 
is plainly the Caſe in moſt Queſtions, 
concerning Eternity, Tmmenſity; &c. 
N declare your ſelf of another 
p Opinion; And, that you think, 2 56 "pit 1 
I eder can be, demonſtrated, cen be 7 
fectly cleared from all Objections 2p 
Difficulties; And, that all 2 Difficul- 
ties that may be urged. againſt the Im- 
- | arenfoty and Eternity of God, &c, "which 
t | Mr Clark ſays cannot be clearly anſwe-' 
fred, are to be clearly anſwered ; And, in 
> [order to anſwer them clearly, you world it 
L [only require theſe equitable Conditions of 
im, that he would define the Terms, © | 
Immenſs ty, Eternity, Immaterial Being, i | 
ce. It is a pleaſant? luſtance of an | 
| 


— 


Enui | 


W 
* 
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5 kn C 16 bg 
Equitable Condition, thit you defire 
me to give a Definition, that is, to 
. exprefs the Idea, of Things whereof 
IT contend we have no Ideas or very 
imperte&t ones, (feeing we can only 
give Negative Deſcriptions of them;) 
though we. have certain Demonſira- 
tions f their Exiſtence. And tis no 
leſs remarkable, that, notwithſtand- 
ing all this ſtir about the Perception 
of the Agreement or Diſagreement of I. 
deas, yet you yourſelf, when you || 
come to diſcourſe. more particularly 
concerning the nature of Thinking, |, 
„ 2: talk of a Power in Matter unknown to ; 
Ves. 3” us, and of which have zo Idea ; of 
| which nevertheleſs you venture to ll; 
affirm, that it may comprehend under ||;; 
it Thinking and its Modes, as Figure 
| does Roundneſs. But, to pals this o- 
ver: Since it is your declared Opi- 
nion, that all the Sorts of Difficul ties 
no- mentioned, may be clearly an- 
ſweredʒ I cannot but think you would 
very much oblige the World, in an- 
ſwering them clearly. And I will offer 
you a fair Opportunity of doing it; 
by reconciling, if you pleaſe, the two 
following Accounts together; or elſe, 


by maintaining either "of them, and | 
| anſwering, 
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anſwering clearly the Objections and 


Difficulties conthtned © in 1 the other. "© 


It kde to wy 


that God muſt be an 
Immaterial Beiny; that 
4, a proper Immaterial 


le next 4 rte 
chungen on the . 
bite of Eternity, , 
How God ſhould cd. e. 


Being, a Being without iſt with all the Diffe- 


= of the Pre 5 F renees of 
at 


Time, ami yet 


ter ; "without Soli. there be no SU CES- 


dity, ; Bxtenſpom, br Mo- 


S10N #4 his Being. This 


2 and thut exifts 1 own to pe 4s "bfard, 


in No Place; and not 
4 Being that bas Ex. 
tenſiom, * conſequent- 
ly exiſts in F Ng ant 
bas Parte. Think- 1 
ing in God, cannot be 
founded on any ObjeFs 
acting upon him ; nor 
Can biking in bit be 
SUCCESSIVE or con- 
e of Parts nor can 
his Thinking have an 
MODES, beeanſe Modes 
of Thinking are D- 
;TINCT ACTS of Phink- 

ing. But 4s his ! Hence 
s eternal and immu- 
Fable, without any the 


'y freulty 


2 


as aud that 
there is a auf Con- 
tradiction in this No- 
tion or Conception. For 

by Succeſſion in 
G54 Being, is under 
ſtood, (and I know not 
what other Senſe to put 
upon it,) co-exiſting 
with all the Differences 
of Time ; then the Di f 
F, . how to con- 
bebe Gu oh co-exiſt 
with all the Parts of 


Time, and yet not to 
co. exiſt with all the 


Differences of . Tin, 


Now 1 achnowledee I 


cannot 


— — ——_— * 
Wo — — — 


3 


leaſt Variation or Alte- 
ration; ſo his Think- 


ing 15 one Numerical 


INDIVIDUAL Ad, com- 


prebending all Things 


and all the Poſſabilities 
of Things at one View ; 


_and is as fixt and per- 


manent and unvariable, 
and as much without 
SUCCESSION ard 
parts, as: bis Eſſence. 


Anſwer. to Mr Clarks 


3d Defenſe, pag. 33, 


— - N a . > * X 
P ; G 
> : F; 
-"F 0 * 
= . * i ” 
8 : - 
* 7 = 
, * j : 
— 5 
* 7 


cannot do This. But 


in behalf of Gods Eter- 
rity I beg leave to plead, 


that if God does * co- 
exiſt with the Diffe- 


rences of Time, then 


He does co-exiſt with the 


Differences of Time; 
and it by no means Can 
be ſaid, that he does 


not co-exiſt with all the 


Differences of Time, if 


it be true that he does 
co-exiſt with all the Dif: 


ferences of Time.-—To 


: tos ; i Gad exiſt 


s all at once, 3s to 


. ſay: that he aFually exiſts in time 
. paſt, preſent, and lo come; that &, 


that -[ime paſt is not paſt, and that 


ww Time to come is come, and was always 


' come. But to give ſome Satisfaction“ 
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. > #0 thoſe whothink it an Imperfedt ion for 
God to co-exiſt with the ſeveral Parti 2 
of Time, I deſire it may be conſidered, 
that if God Operates at different Times, Ju 


201 


| 3 | „ <9: 

* Note: All that is here argued concerning Gods co- exiſtin 
= . ; . q Pa 
with the Differences of I ine, may in the very fame manner bg* 
applied to his co cxiſting with che different Parts of Place 0 


3 9 — — — , 


me 


l 


(19 3 3 


and takes. ip the Space of Kr 2 1% in 
the Creation of the World, redeems Man- | 


kind 4000 gears after, and will judge 
Men in a Time not get, come; then he 


Operates not all at once «© 43 if he 5% 


hy 


2 
: 


; perates. not all at once, then he Exiſts. 
rot all at once: For if he exiſted all at 
once, there could be no diftintion a .: 
i 7 

. Dae i in his Operations, Paſt, preſent, 
and to. come, muſs be attributed to the 


;f Being that Operates, as well as to its 
Operations; becaufe Operations at dif- 
ferent Times, ſuppoſe Succeſſion in the 


once, ſuppoſes no Succeſſion? And con- 
ſequently, if there is a Sncceflion in 


Thive in Nature as Exiſting all at once. 


poſing that God AFG s at different Times 


Diagnent, any more than that he is 
not nom Judęing the World 2 Eſſay 
concerning the Uſe of Reaſon, 66. 


Jpeg. 53, 34. | 
This Difficulty you muſt by no 


the Author of the Eſſay here cited, 
* . 


Nature of Things ; and Exiſting all at 


i&e Nature of Things, there is no ſuch 
Now if there is no Imperfection in ſup- 
as there is not What Imper feclion can 


there be in ſuppoſe mg that he does not 
exiſt now at the time of the general 3 


means paſs over unſatisfied ; becanfe 


is 
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is. FED 55 be a Perſon, whoſe 


| Weins you cannot flight, . 1 


1 5 4 But to proceed now (as you l) 2 to 


he. Queſtion it (elf, My Argument, 
85 pretend, i Is inconcluſi ve; becauſe, 


in my Enumeration, of the poſſi le 


za D. Qualities of Matter; individual Noc es 


Ps. 45. of Figure, Motion, and other Qua- 


15 lities ; (ſuch 2s are the Ronndneſs of a 
1 the individual Mode of Motion 


of 4 Clock, . and, . in your Opinion, | 
Shale pcs. © code. or Thinking . are omit- 
ing pa; Thy to any of 


the three Heads there mentioned. 
I anſwer : Whole Roundneſs (as you 
call it,) that is, the Name of the Su 


of the Curvities of the little Arches 


that conſtitute 2 Circle; And, the 


whole Mode of Motion of. 4 Clock, that 
is, the Name of the uy 38 $00, 


ns. $9. 1 — 7 95 Name 15 che Sum. 423 ten 


Thouſand diſtin® Motions,or of a num- 
ber of any other - Qualities void of 
Conſciouſneſs : do all plainly belong 


to the Third ſort of Qualities I men- 


tioned ; That is, they are all plainly 


nothing but bare Names of Wholes, 


mere 


| 
5 
N 
I 
} 
V 
4 
5 
ſe 
th 


le 


( 2) 


mere external. Denominations,,. ſo far See 34 


as their Idea is different from that of = ME i 


their cquſtituent Parts; and are no- 29, 30, 


thing at all really in the Things 3> 33. 
themſelves. Which whether it can 
poſſibly be the true Not ion of Con- 
ſciouſneſs; making it nothing at 


all really in the Thinking Subſtance 


it ſelf, but a mere empty and fo- 
reign Name; I leave every Man to 
judge from his own. Experience. 
For my contending that Thinking | 
Was not ſuch. a bare external Name 
of a number of Qualities, but it ſelf 
a real diſtin Quality in the Think- 
ing Subſtance; you before called my 
Idea of Thinking a mere Chimera of RefleB. on on, 
Tay. own framing. (though I believeno 2 : 
Man can help being conſcious of. the . 
like himera in himſelf ;) And now 45e. 2, 
you Nr it again. In ee to Ch 
already lad. Gd Definſe, pag, 1 
5,230 and to what you will pre- 
ſently give me Occaſion to add fur- 
ther upon this Head. 


Von elew that no Quality er refide., "TON, 
in 4 Sſtem of Matter, 15 what muſt 20. 
be always. in a; certain Senſe of the 12 

ind 


pag. 


(0 


K "hind with ze Whole that reſults fon 


the Parti; (that is to ſay, of the ſame 
Lind with It ſelf ; But I ſappoſe you 
mean, of the ſure kind with its conſti- 
tnent Parte; ;) Namely; that he Parts 
= be ſo far of the fame kind, as 10 
have 4 Tendency, ec, And that 5s 
pes. 20 & That Senſe, you have always allowed 
23: Conſciouſneſs to conf ſt of Powers of the 
| WT hind, 
24 Defenſe, But I have proved at large i in my 
patim. Third Defenſe, thar Motions (or any 
other Qualities void of Conſciouſneſ 9 
can be in no Senſe of the fame kind 


with Conſciouſneſs : > And I have 


6 ſhown Juſt now, that they cannot 


7-2: 5,6,7. poſſibly in any Senſe have any Tendo 


dency towards it, any more than 
Colours or Modes of Colour, can have 
any Tendeney to Sound or Sell. 


anfiri pg. le Aiſtins Beings 3 in 4 9 of 
21. Aer, contribute, you ſay, towards 
Thinking 5 as the Pieces of a Circle do 
toward a irele. | 

That they cannot do fo ; ei that 

there is no Analogy, no Similitude 

in the leaſt, between the Things yon 
compare together 3 z I have ſhown at 

large in ny Third Defenſe : and par- 
ticularly 


7 
* 
3) 
. 
* 
4. 
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ticularly pag. 22, 23, 24, do which 


1 refer You and the Reader. 


"You allege, that i in onder 1% ande Poe. 21. 
tradi you, it muſt be affirmed, that 

every Quality that inheres in à Syſtem 

of Matter, muſt inhere Wholly : in each 

art of it That: Ronndneſs is an In- 
ſtance, that a Power may inhere in 4 Sy- bas. 23. 
ſtem of Matter, without being the Sum 

of Powers of the ſame hind. that is, of 
Whale Roundneſſes: That it is 41 in- bac. 19: 
po ſible that Whole Conſciouſneſs ſhould 
exiſt in each of the diſtin Parts of a 
Syſtem of Matter, as that Whole 
Roundneſs ſhould. exiſt in each Part of 


a Circle. And that, unleſs i it 4 round paz. 24. 


Figure each part mult be Wholly 
round; and in a conſcious Syſtem of 
Matter. each part muſt be Wholly. con. 
ſcions; ard in that Senſe conſiſt of Pow-  - 
ers of the ſame find: not one ſtep can be 
taken in defenſe of Mr Clark's Aroument. 

To all this, 1 think ] have already 

iven a clear and diſtinct Anſwer. 

Third Defenſe, pag. 22, 26, 28, 29, 32. 

In repreſenting Part of which An- 
ſwer, you make it amount to this ri- 
diculous Propoſition 3 that though ,.. 25 


I conſy, no ＋ Parts, ay: of 


which 


v. 


. 
: - 1 2 
| 1 — 8 * Fe - 
— — — — — 


- — 
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which can poſſibly be Nound; yet; if 


Conſciouſneſs inheres in 4 Syſtem of 


Matter in like manner with Roundneſs ; 
that is, if it conſeſts of Parts, none of 


which can poſſubly be Conſcious ; there 


muſt be as many diſtin Conſerouſueſſes, 
as there are Parts : Whereas the plain 
Strength and Sum of the Argument, 
was this ; that as Roundneſs con ſiſts of 
Parts, none of which can indeed be the 
Whole Roundneſs,” but yet every one of 
them muſt of neceſſity be Pieces of 
Ronndneſs ; ſo Conſciouſneſs, if it in- 


hered in Matter in like mauner with 


Roundneſs, muſt !ikewiſe conſiſt of Parts, 


none of which could indeed be the Whole 
Conſcionſneſs, but yet every one of thert. | 


mnſt. of neceſſity bear the ſame Analogy. 
io the Whole ( onſcionſweſs, as the Cur- 
vity of a Semicircle bears to the C urvity 
of two Semicircles, or the Curvity of one 
Quadrant to the Curvity of four. Qua- 
 drants. And whether ſuch Parts can 
be wholly void of Conſciouſneſs, be- 
cauſe they have not in them ſingly the 
Vhole Conſciouſneſs 4 any more than 


the Arches of a Circle can be wholly 
void of Curvity or Roundneſs, be- 


cauſe they have not in them ſingly 
the Whole Curvity or Roundneſs; 1 
. 1 leave 


(6 
F | jeave to your ſelf to jadge. Rereid 
| therefore you are guilty of a very 
| great Miſrepreſentation; in char ging 
me with 2 Contradiction, which ariſes 
only from ur own ladicrotis | Inter- 
pretation of »y Words: '' For if 5% 
b ablurdly, and in defiance of the mot 
„ perſpieuous Expreſſions, put out 


F || cortrary Senſe upon n Words what 
* | wonder-then is it, if they become | 
F. | contradictory. to "Pr om evident | 
f . * N 1 


1 What you par: (duſts, to ad 
Def. pag. 28, 29. 30.) concerning 
your uſing it as a Suppoſition only, 
and not declaring it your Opinion, 
that 1 hinking may. be a Mode of Mo: | 
tion; I only deſire the Reader would 
Ii be pleaſed to compare, with what I 
e\ offered, (3d Defence, pag. 38). And, 
fif in your Suppoſttion you pitched up- 

on the likelieſt Quality of Matter 
- 70 could find, to make thinking a 
© | Mode of; and I proved the Abſurdi. 


S 

n ty and Impoſſibility of Thinking's 
I being a Mode of That Quality - and, 
— fat the ſame time, made it evident 
* [that the fame Arguments proved e- 
1 Fqually the Abſurdity and Impoſſibili- 


: 
7 


* ar N - 185 . 
2 , * 3 

* 
3 F 
8 7 
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2 | : | 
FL 4 I 
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ty of Thinking's being a Mode of 

3d Dejerſe, any, Other Quality or Power of Mat- 
bee 38. ter whatſoever ; and yet you decla- 
red it poſitively to be your Opinion, 
Reflet. on that Thinking was a Mode of Some 
> og Power in Matter: I preſume, your 
5 denying your ſelf to be accountable 
for the Abſurdity I charged you with, 

anſw. to and complaining of my Diſingenuity 
37 Defenſe in charging it upon you, (or, as you 
Ay K are pleaſed to expreſs your ſelf, in 
: putting it upon you ;) will not be 
looked upon as of any Weight, till 

you . can Anſwer the Argument by 

which I proved it to be juſtly charge. 

able upon you; which Argument you 

have not taken the leaſt noticeof, as I 

might reaſonably have expected an 

ibid. Ingenuous Adverſary would have done. 


Dou proceed to offer ſome Confi- 
3% _ Thinking; from whence to deduce 
ly an Aﬀeition of Matter. 
„4. 3% The Sum of your Firſt Argument, 
It, 32. 15 this. 5 Fe | 4+ Þ 174 1 
The Mind is operated upon by 


Matter, and Senſations; are 


excited 


l 1 4. LE” -- a. — 

7 — 5 K — — I - l = 
= * _— Lak — 9 x — 25 = 4 ——_ — 40 
j Y —— . * — — "—_ — « E - A < - _ . 7 1 o 1 0 U 6 * X of; 
+4. >> —_— q — + —— 7. — th 2 1 . . 8 Fr W 1 2 ww 4 : —— —_—_— » * — —_ = \ 
22 * Js mg 5 n — #4 — 2 — = ä 9 — — . » $ * 8 4 <-> CY — — — * — 7 "> » 9 1 54. * * "WISE V 4 var 2 
n 2 — 7 — — 32 * — 2 —— . - | wp —c oc OS > SW: £ x > OO — _ + r r WS _ 9 — — 2 2 ——— " : , — l 
; 2 , - _ 1 A 2 p r . 
% 7 — 8 2 W 


«A — 
S: 


— 
S — 5. . 


| _ I 5 
23 


7 
— vp a — re wed - «Ta 
«a - -— tees — 33 


v 

8 . 

NN. 

1 * 

3A 

v7 

3 * 

00 

N 

i ” 

A 

i 

J p 

4 

18 

1 

1 | 

l * 
* 

4 

9 

9 : 

11h 1 . 
19 


Arguments, to prove that it is mere · 


anſw. pag. derations, concerning the Nature of || / 


(270 1 

2.08 excited | in it by the Opetition on 
of Matter, and all our Senſes 
50 80 on Material Orga ns. 
"Matter likewiſe is operate upon 


ö 

; by Matter, and Motions are 
e excited in it by the Contact 3% 
and Impulſe of Matter, 


; Therefore the Mind is Matter, 
p and Thinking a mere AﬀeRti- 
_ on of Matter, 
n This Argument, I think, deſerves 
e | no Anſwer, Yet the Reader may, 
1] if he pleaſes, conſult upon this 
y | Head the Third Defenſe, pag. 6c, 61. 
e. I fhall only obſerve here, by the 
ww | by; that whereas you ſay » Seeing. .. 
R Thinkin g follows the Motion of Matter 3. © 
tk | our Safes, we have 1 ir as mich rea- 
e. ſor to conclude that is a Power 
or Affection of Matter occaſioned by 
i- | zhe Action of Matter, as we have to 
of | ſay that Fire is a Power or A eckion of 
ce | Matter, when it js produced by the 
re- rubbing 0 of a Wheel and its 20815 
I #ree - it is evident on the contrary, 
that we have all the reaſon in the 
t, | World to conclude there is no Simi. 
litude between theſe two things; 
Becauſe Fire, as it exiſts in the Mat- 
Jer. it ſelf, (ſeparate from the Senſa- 


D 2 tions 


1d. 


page 33. 


* 


(28) 


tions it Or: in our Minds,) is con” 
| feſſedly. nothing but mere Motion : But 


binking cannot poſſibly be mere Mo- 
tion. as T have abundantly proved in 
my Tire Defenſe; and will (till further 
appear, | When I come to conſider in 
their proper place the Exceptions you 
have. made to the Proofs there urged, 


Four Second 1 is this. 
Human Thinking bas Suceeſſion 
„ and arts. 3 
Material Actions likewiſe have 
Succeſſion and Parts. 
Lo herefore Human; Thinking i is # 
12 Material Action. 1 
This Argument alſo, I think, bi 
ſerves no Anſwer. +... © 


Y. 9 7 
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Your Third Argument, 3 is. 
Thinking has its Modes. 
Qualities. of Matter have like 

wiſe their Modes. © as dd 
Therefore thinking 1 is a 8 
— 

This is juſt as if 1 ſhould. argue. N 
Sound has its Modes. 
Colour has likewiſe its Modes. 
Therefore Sound is a Colour. 

Or thus ; : Af. | 31 
| Spir 


( 29 

- Fairit has Exiſtence. _ _ 
Matter alſo has Exiſtence. .. : 
Therefore Spirit 1 is Matter. 
"That I have not in the leaft miſte⸗ 
reed your Senſe in theſe Argu- 
ments, I appeal to whoever pleaſes 

to compare our Papers cedder. Fr 


IF) 


« * 


"Your F 38 Argument, is this. wie. 
* Thinking, in God, who is an Im- 

material Being, i is without any 

of To - Succeſſion, : Modes, and di- 

111} rm ſtinct Acts. | 

Thinking in Man, 3 on the 

* cContrary, Succeſſion, Modes, 

| and diſtinct Acts; as the 

Powers of Matter have. 

be Thinking, in Man, is 
. . aPower or. Quality of Matter. 

In this al ſo there is no Conſequence, 

though the Premiſes were true. But, 


that Thinking, in God, is without 


Succeſſion, I know not whether you 


will continue to affirm, or not; when 


you have conſidered and compared 
together the two different Accounts 


of this Matter, which I juſt now tran- See above, 


ſcribed; and ſhall have reſolved which 5s. 17. 
of them you will adhere to, by anſwe- 
ring clearly the Objections contained 


in the other. „ ko) lt 


33 


Tag- 34 


(300 
In the mean time 1 cannot but take 
notice, that you uſe a very ſtrange 


Anſw. pag. Expreſſi On, when you ſay it is epi- 


dent to you, that God muſt be an In- 


material Being, that is, a proper Im- 


material Being, 4 Being without Any 
of the Properties of Matter, without So- 


lidity, Extenſion or Motion, and that 
exiſts in No Place; that is, in other 
words, which exi fo not at all : For, 


if he exiſts at all, *tis certain he exiſts 


in every Place. 1 ſhould not have 
made this Remark, but that I am ſure 
you are no Friend to Unintelligible 
Diſtinctions, and Words that have 


NO. Signification 5 and that you will 


be aſhamed to give me the School- 
mens Anſwer, that God exiſts in eve 
ry Obi, but not in any Place; that 


35 that i in Latin he exiſts every where, 


but in Engliſh no where. And yet, 
unleſs you give either this Anſwer or 
a better, (for it is a thing of too great 

importance to be paſſed e over without 
any Anſwer at all ;) it cannot be 
help'd, but your Words will ſignifie, 


/ whars it is 581 poſſible to ppore you 


could mean. 
Nor is it a leſs Anderful Expreſ- 


ſion. when you affirm that Thinbing, 


in God, Cannot be ſucceſſrve, nor have 
any 


* ny 

any Modes or diſtin# AFs of Thinking : 
2 that it ic one numerical individual 

AF, fixt and permanent and unvari- 
able, and without Succeſſion, &c. That 
is to ſay ; that God cannot vary his 
Will, nor diverfify his Works, nor 
act ſucceſſively, nor govern the World, 3 
nor indeed have any Power to will or 

do any thing at all. I do not charge 
you with Conſequences; but I affirm 
they are too plain n OE 
what you profeſs. Ne 210 


1 obſerve aut 1 allow Matter Page 35. 


to Act upon the Soul; Which ſince it 
cannot do by Contact, it muſt be by 
a Power whereof we have no Idea; z and 
F there be in Matter any ſuch Power 
whereof we have no Idea, why may it 
not as well be capable of Thinking 2 

I anfwer : The Power by which” 
Matter a&s upon the Soul, is not a 
real Quality inhering in Matter, as 
Motion inheres in it, and as Thinking 


| inheres in the thinking Subſtance ;. 


but tis only a Power or Occaſion of 
exciting certain Modes or Senſations 
in another Subſtance ; Which Power, 
1s one of thoſe Qualities I ranked un- 


der tho Second Sort; And there is no Def. 
15 Analogy Pe: 4 


032) 


Analogy at all, between a Subj Q's 


being itſelf capable of Senſation, and 


its being the Occaſion of certain Sen- 
= being excited i in another. Subs 
ect „ 567 81 

However, as to the thing it ſelf, 
there is no more difficulty in — 
ving how Matter may act upon I- 
barer Subſtance, than in conceiving 


how it acts upon Material Subſtance. 


When a Globe, ſuppoſe, of a Foot 
Diameter. in Motion 5 ſtrikes upon 
à Globe of a foot Diameter, at Reſt: 
Tell me how Matter ads upon 


Matter, by Contact; why the Quieſ- 


cent Globe n certain determi- 


nate degree of Reſiſtance; why it 


does not make an infinitely great Re 


i ſiſtance; or why it does make any 
Reſiſtance at all. And when Light is 
reflected and refracted by Bodits, 


which it never touches; nay, ut a 


diſtance from them evident to Senſe 5 


and, in ſome Circumſtances, the near- 


er the Medium, whoſe gur face it re · 
flects from, approaches to a Vacuum, 
the greater and ſtronger the Refle@i- 
on is ; (of which there are convictive 
Experiments publiſhed to the World:) 


Or when Matter acts, by the Cauſe of 
Gravi- 


— . pra th. Fs 


„ 


A 


— 
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Ari 


a. = 
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monſtrations extant ;) Tell me h. 


Cas) 


Gravitation, - upon other Matter, in 
proportion, not to the bigneſs of the 
Superſicies, but to the Quantity ef 
the ſolid Matter it elf 3 that is, acts 
upon the very Centers of the origi- 
nal ſolid parts of, Matters (of which, 
Mathematicians know; there are De- 


in theſe caſes, Mamer acts upon Mar- 
ter, - without. Contact 3 and I will un- 
dertake; to tell you, how Matter acts 
upon Inmmraterial Subſtance. 1 
It is worthy of Remark, that, both aufn. pag 
Bergs and elſewhere, you ſeem willing 36 15 38 4 


to allow, that That Power in Mat- 


tony , whereof you contend: Thinking 


g be a Mode, is a Power you pretend 
not to En- a Power anthem n t 19, 
and of which we have no Idea, uo dli- 
ſtiuct Conception in our Minds 215 and 
which you now not whether it he See abore, 
Motion or no. Whatever it be, I have 2e. 25,26 


ſhown-that the ſame Arguments hold 


equally againſt Fhinking's being a 

Mode of that unknown Fower, as a- 

gainſt its being a Mode of Motion. 

But that which 1 would here remark, 

is this. If it it abſolutely impoſſible 

(as you elſewhere affirm) 4 prove that Anſiv. pag. 

there are two different Subſtances in the 78. 
—_ | World, 


[ - * 


* 


(94). 
= World; becauſe we have mot! 1 of 
i ben ; how can we know there is 
any ſach unknown Power in Matter, 
without having an Idea of it? And 
if it can be known that there is a 
Quality in Matter, of which we have 
0 Idea 3 hy can it not as well be 
known that there is a Subſtance in the 
World, of which we have 0 Idea ? 
p42. 5, 13: If there be (as you ſay) 2 other Teſt 
f Truth; but the Perception of the A- 
greement or Diſagreement of Ideas ; 
how can we affirm any thing concern- 
Ing a Quality, of which we have 0 
bs 9 I Dificaltie which. cannot be 
| perfectly cleared, are (according to you) 
| pag. 16. Contradidions add Abſurdities ; why, 
: is this important Diffieulty left un- 
cleared? Again: If it be true (as you 
. affirm in another place,) that, »zleſs 
we have an Idea of the Creation bf Mat- 
ter out of Nothing, we muſt inevitably 
conclude Matter a Self-exiftent Being; 
how comes it not to be as evident, 
that, unleſs we have an Idea of the 
formation of a Thought out of ſuch 
Qualities of Matter as we have 50 
Idea of, we muſt inevitably conclude ire 
that Matter cannot think > and, that, ,. 
unleſs we have Ideas of thoſe Quali. E 
ties 


. 
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1 
ties which we have. no Ideur of" thers: 
can be no fucli Qualities in Matters 
But all this, is only upon , your"own 


Suppoſttions: For the unt Quality, . 


you make Me to aſcribe to Matter, in 
order to enable it to act up upon imma 
terial Subſtance; is not (as. be 
ſhew) a real inberent Nalin, but 


only a Power or Oc aſion of W See abore, 
n another 1 8 Fo. Wan * 31,32. 


w 7 '. 
r 4 as þ * 7 y 
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You dblerie! fürtherſ 5 if ie 40 pag. 


Soul be an Immaterial gubſtance, it 35. 
is 2 greut | Difficulty es conceive how by. 
a mere Preference of the Mind we can 
move out Hand, and canſe it to reſt 
5 when we will: Whereas,” if 
inking be nothing but a Mode of Mo-: 
7101, or Matter in Motion, Thal Dif- 
rule is entirely at an Bud z there 
being then nothing i in it harder to b 
nderſtood, than how the Hand of . 
tock is moved by the TORY. or 
ping. a, 
Tis very true: If there rs 10 I. Lacs 
erty of Mill at all, then all the Diffi- 
ulties concerning the Manner of it, 
re entirely at an End. Thus 759 
artec put an End to all the Difficul- 


i- concerning the Knowledge aud n 


— 


1 10 0 * 
. Perotption utes, * ing t at 
they; have any thing as Senſe, 
| Knowledge, or Perception at all: And 
i 10% had-deprived! your human Ma- 
chines, as he did his: Brutal Ones, Of 
all Senſe am Perception, all Knowledge, 
and Under fanding, as well as all 
Ziberty ef HH; ſome further Diff- 
17 Jr d (ll; concerning the Nature of 
: Thinking and Peroeptiam in general; 
would have been alſo entirely at an 
. 7 5 — i 1. HONG ow * 
cCguld e Du aun 0 t 
Difficulties abont Opticks, by uſpppoe 
ſing, that Men beve ua Hes at all, k 
chend likewiſe) ſay very true: But 
who- won thank me for the notabls 
Diſcovery, L cannot tell. Aae 
And yet ou Difficulty. even 
upon your on uppoſition, greater 
than you ſæem to be aware of. For 
Aw Inpulſe, by what Preference, 7 
by what F. wen; That Matter firſt and 
3 233 began to move, which you 
dee Byles ſuppoſe impells both the Weights, ef « 
pe: er In Clock and the Thinking Materials in 
1 pag, Man; is juſt as diſficuli to conceine, as 
96, &c, how, by a mere Preference of he Mind, 
20d Edi. without any external {mpulle, 1 WE car 


Page 122, 
&, 1/} ' cauſe our Hends te to ove, . 
Edit. 0 5 : 'Yo 


Pry 


9 885 


Von 90 on in i the next place to con- 
ſider my Arguments againſt the 


poſſibility of Thinking - * a Mode 


ol Motion. x 


To my firſt; viz. that Modes of 


Motion are nothing hut particular Moti- 


ous, and cannot contain any thing in 


their Idea beyond the Genus of Motion ; | 


aud that there fore we have the ſame i in- 


tuitive certainty that Conſciouſneſs can- 
not be 4 Mode of Motion, as we have 


that any one thing is not another, whoſe 
Alea is 7 moſs. remote from it that is 
oſſible You reply; That we have no 


Po 

Idea of all the poſſible Modes of Motion ; 
That though we have indeed [eas of 35: 
The more: ſpraple Modes of Motion, yet 
of the very complex ones we have no | 
diſtin} Conception in our Minde; That 


therefore we can no more prove or know 


eee, not one of theſe more 
lex Modes of Motion, than we 


om whether two things agree of 
differ from one another, that we have 


no Idea of at all ; That 7 5s not poſſe- 


ble. for as to ſay that Thinking does not 


ſ 


Anſw. pag. 
36 371 


z 


conſe ft in the peculiar Motion of the Spi- 


rits in the Brain, till we have a parti- 


cul * Idea of the Motion a thoſe Ppirits, 


an 


(38). 


and an Idea of Thinking as ſomething 
diſtin from a Mode of Motion; That 


Thinking has the genus of Motion, by 
ariſing from Motion, by. being varied 


by Motion, by producing other Mots- 


ons, by. having Succeſſion and Parts and 
inmunerable Mod ifications.; That 20 


Idea of human Conſeionſmeſs can be pro · 


duced beyond the genus of Motion; 
That ſaying me have am intuitive Cere 
tainty that C onſciouſneſs cannot be 4 


Mode of Motion, is only affirming the 


Queſtion in debate, which can ſignify 


Pag. 3. 


nothing to any Body that warts Convi- 
Gion, Be. 

No in all this, you hive's at lat 
plainly declared the æανν ανν. of 


your whole Hypotheſis; namely „that 


you intend to make Thinking not a 


real Qualitꝭ, but a mere empty Name 
; or external Denomination, ſuch as I 
34 beferſe, at firft ranked under the Thisd Head. 


For the moſt complex Modes of Mo- 
tion poſſible, whatever Name we 
call them by, are ſtill nothing but 


| Motions ; and the Name we give 
them, is nothing but a mere external 


Denomination. Thinking therefore, ac- 


cording to you, being only a very con- 


_ Aode of Motion | or of any other 
Quality 


IS ome OO. 


C 
. 
q 


0 8 
Quality of Master, J is likewiſe nothing 
but a nere external Name or Denomi- 
nation of that Mode. Which Notion See 47. 
of yours concerning Thinking, is cer- ** NG Is Det. 
tainly a mere Chimera; and a very 
abſurd one. 

Every Man has within himſelf the See above, 
ea, (or, in your Language, the Chi- pas. 21. 
0 mera) of Conſciouſneſs; which, tho he 
cannot produce (as you abſurdly re- Anſw. to 
| | quire,) that is, cannot define, 4.4 5 
: J eile, any more than you can de- 3, . 
y | ſcribe your Idea of any Colour or 
Sound; yet he as certainly knows it 
not to be any complex Mode of Moti. 
on, as you know your Idea of Colour 
pr to be any complex Mode of 

und: Which intuitive certainty, 

if it be only a bare affirming the Que- 

e tion in Alen in one caſe, and can 

I F/erify nothing to any Body that wants 

. ¶ condickion ; "tis fo in the other like- = 

- flwiſe : And then there's an end of all 

E human Knowledge, and no Man can- 

it pretend to know any one thing not 

eto be any other. 

124 Thinking has indeed Sucre Jon and Bid. 

Modes, and many other things in 

common with Motion ; and fo has 

ey thing, with every thing 25 
thing 


(40) 


thing I affirmed, was not that Think 
ing has 10 Property that Motion has $ 


but that it has ſomething in its Idea, 
which Motion has not; that it has 


ſomething beyond, and totally different 
from, the Genus of Motion : And 


this, I ſtill affirm, every Man has an 
See Third intuitive Certainty of: Which Intai- 
Defenſe, tion you yourſelf allow to be one 


. 4 Way, (Anſw. pag. 78,) and, I add; 


36. 


dis of all others the moſt. infallible 


way, of knowing a thing to be true. 
Anſw. pg. We cannot indeed frame in our 


Minds diſtinct I#-ages of the more 


complex Modes of Motion, as we can 
of the more ſimple Ones: But are we] 
not, nevertheleſs, equally certain, that 4 
they are all alike Iraginable, tha t 
our marrow Imagination canvot com- 
prehend them? And that, if we could } 
repreſent. them to our Imaginations, © 
they . would all appear as remote] . 
from the Idea of Thinking,as any One 5. 


of them does? Becauſe we cannot eom of 


prehend in our Imagination a diſtindt fa 
Conception of a vaſt number in ArithlÞ ar 
metick, as we can of a ſmall one; do A 


we not therefore know, but that al de 


vaſt number may poſſibly prove ſ fu 


different from a Small one, as to turn / 


into 


* 


«IE | A . 12 "2097 gi <6 
into-2 Want or an Ai) "A Becauſe 
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tell L vom whether two things agree or differ 
from one another, that we haue no Idea 
of at all If I ſhould argue thus, I 
lay, I know well what Mathematici- 
ans would argue concerning Me: 
And I can gueſs what Anſwer I ſhould 
all deſerve, if I ſhould tell the World 
ſo further, that it is not poſſible for 1 to pag. 38 * 
ul jay that Colour does not conſiſt in 4% 37: 
peculiar 


peculiar mixture of ten Thouſand va. 

rious Sounds, till we have 4 particular 
diſtin? Idea of the reſult of the mix- 

ture of thoſe ten Thoufand Sounds. 
may call Scarlet-colour, if I pleaſe, 

a very complex Mode of Sound; and 
. who ſhall confute me, by producing. 
+ 3” the particular diftin# Idea of the re- 
lt of a peculiar mixture of ten thou- 
fand Sounds >. And you may ca Think- 
ins, if you pleafe, a very complex 
Mode of Motion : Yet neither of them 
will, by either of our Confidence in 
. giving things Names, be ever the 
_ nearer becoming ſuch in reality. This 

F think, clearly ſhows your Notion 

to be ſomething more than a difficulty 

that cannot be perfeFly cleared; thab 

is, (according to you.) ſomething more 
than zu Abſurdity and Contradiction; 
But I will be content to look upon it, 

as being but barely contradifory and 


To my ſecond Argument, viz. that, lan 

if Thinking was a Mode or Species of ye 
Motion, it would follow that all Moti- be 

5g. 40: on would be a degree of Thinking « You 
. reply, that you do allow, that every 
| Motion is à degree of Thought, in that 
e HSesrſe 


\ 


BWA 
, | 8:»ſe wherein it is proper to ſay that 
every Motion is à degree of Fire, &c. 
. | That is; you allow every Motion, to 
. | be as much a degree of the Senſation 
, | 3: ſelf ;; of Heat, for inſtance, or of 
1 || any other Senſatzon or Thought ariſing 
g in the Mind; as it is a degree of that 
- | Mode of Motion in Matter, which 
- || excites in us ſuch or ſuch a particular 
- | Senſation : You lum every the ſlow- 
x || c{t Motion of a Needle to be as much 
n || and as properly a degree of Pain, as 
n || it is a degree of h Motion which 

ie || cauſes it to prick the Skin: You al- _ 
is | /ow every Motionof a particle of Air, 
m to be as truly a degree of the Thought 
ty and Reaſon of a Man; as it is a de- 
ad || er<e' of that Mode of Motion, which, 
re ſtriking the Ear, excites in us the 
z (Senſation of Sous Tou mult by the 
it, [ſame reaſon have allowed, if it had 
nd been deſired of you ; that a Streigbt 
ine is as much a. Piece of a Motion, 
as it is a piece of the Figure of 4 1r:- 
at, engle. But I accept contentedly what 
fou do allom ; and I do not defire to 
ti be a lomed any more. & 
ny WY 2 

ery 
at 


ſe 


To my third Ar gument, viz. that, 5 
5 Thinking was 4 Mode of Motion, 
Oe then 
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there conld not poſſibly be ſo many Modes 


then Motion would be a mare: genericet 
Power than Thinking ; whereas on the 


than there are of Motion; Hera? ever 
ing [an Idea 
beſides Thinking therefore cannot paſ- 


ll be a Mode. of Motion, [And th 
ſame Argument holds againſt the Poſſi 


is in ſhort the Sum of that Argument 


* a SEL ney CE I ITY 
| i 
FF 


contrary, &c: Tour Reply 1s ſo uncer- 
tain and obſcure, that tis hard to know 
what to make of it, The Strength of 
the Argument, which you pretend you 
cannot underſtand, was plainly this: 
That uo particular Mode of any Power, 
can contain under it ſo great a Variety 


of Modes, 44 the Superiour Power it ſelf 
does; for the ſame reaſon that Quadri- 


lateral Figure, which is a Mode of Fi- 


gure, cannot. contain under it ſo great 


a-Variety of Modes, as Fighre in gene- 
ral does :; And that therefore, if Thinks 
ing was 4 particular | Mode of Motion, 


of Thinking, | as there, are of ' Motiogy 


ol 


2 


But now, on the contramy, 3s evident 
there are more Modes of Thinking, 


key — «at  ». @Q. e ney 2 


Mode of Motion has a Mode of. Ti binks 


anſwering ig it, and there 
are innumerable other Modes of Thinking 


„ee 


bility of its being a Mode of any othe 
Power of. Matter whatſoever, ] Thi 


» 17 
whic 2 
«Y Oo 4 : [4 


(450. . 
which, you ſay, you ate perfeckly at 4 
loſs to know what it means. To know 
what it means, I believe every Man, 
except your ſelf, is very able; But 
to know what to anſwer to it, you 
might well be perfectly at a loſs. In- 
: | ſtead of anſwering it therefore, you 
were reſolved to be even with me 
for offering you an Argument you 
could not underſtand ; and would 
needs ſay ſomething in oppoſition to 
it, which you were ſure neither [ 
nor any Body elſe could underſtand ; 
namely, that Nea are not Modes, but pag. 43. 
Objects of Thinking, However, this 15 15 430 
being manifeſtly abſurd, you contra- * 
dict your (elf again in the next page, 
and ſay i aſt be allowed that every pag. 44. 
diftin# Thought, | that is, every Idea] 
zs particular Mode of Thinking ; and 
fo Thinking muſt in us have 4 great 
number of Modes. But jet, for 40 
that, you ſay, our Thoughts are finite 
and limited; and we comprehend only 
the more ſimple Modes of Motion and 
Figure ; and, fence our Thoughts are all 
limited in point of Number, you ſee no jag. 48 
_ reaſon 35 their Variety neeeſſarily to | 
I conclude, that human Thinking cannot 
be a Mgde of Motion. You ſeem re- 


N 48. 


ly, and for the very ſame reaſon, 
as impoſſible that Hinking ſhould be t 


drilateral Figure. 


we are con ſcious it has; as that Sound 


(4). OS 


folved, ide H not 10 ſee the Reaſon + 


But the Reaſon is viſible enough, and 
will force any Man to ſee it, that, 
does not ſhut his Eyes; vir that there 


brings more v ariety of Modes of That. | 


ing. than there is of Modes of Motion; 
and all the Modes of Motion (though. 
we cannot aFually attend to them, 

becauſe their Nambgs is infinite 85 
anſwering only to one ſpecies of the 
Modes of N hinking, (which Modes of 
Thinking under that one ſpecies, are 
likewiſe infinite in number;)'tis plain · 


any one of the infinite Rinder of |< 
the Modes of Motion, as that Fig ure. 
in general ſhould be any ane of dhe 
infinite qumber af the Mades of Qua- 5 

0 


* 
4 
* 


Tou add: If we conſeder but the pro- 02 

digious Variety of Sounds, mhich are . 

* diſtinct ode s of Saund; it is (pi 

as eaſy to canceive, that upon ſeppoſe 778 

an of Thinking being 4 Mode wh Motion, ha 

it ſhould bis the pk es 1 4g 
U 


01 

An; 

D . 
ar. 


ſhauld have all the aii innumerable 
Modes which That has. - But from 


u hat has been id, tis evident, chat 
as 


(:47 4 


as all the. Males of Sound, + 
infinite i in Number, yet bear no Pro- 


17 ortion to the infinite V 1 of the 


odes of infinite other things put all 


together; ſo the infinite Modes of 


Motion, and their correſpondent Ideas, 
bear no proportion to the infinite Va- 


riety of infinite other Modes of Think- 


ing: And that therefore Thinking with 
its infinite Variety of Modes, can no 
more poſſibly be a Mode of Motion, 
though the Wodes of Motion be allow- 


ed to be capable of infinite variation; 


than Colours, or Smell, or any other 
thing ,that has no ſimilitude to theſe, 

can be any of the infigite number of 
the Modes of Sound. Yo 


My fant FE IE was ; drawn 
from the Authorit and from the Rea- 
oning of Mr Tg” | 


"The Antbority, you profeſs 1 to de-2 bie. 45 


ſpiſe. 
To the Reaſoning.. you anſwer; : 
hat Mr Locks whole deſign in the Paß 


uman Thinking cannot be 4 Mode of 

ot ion, but that Thinking i n the Deity 

anno! depend on the lotion of the 

"arts of a Corporeal Syſtem ; and that. 
| as 


pag. 4 45. 
age I cited, was not to prove that 
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#3 the Duzftion in not the Jame, Jo 
Jane of the Conſequenices that Hr Lock 
draws from thoſe Prinbiples, affec? 12 
that really abJurd Sußpoition of Think- 


ing's being « Mode of Malie in Gd. 
I. reply: Tis very ttue, that Mr 
Lock indeed is not there proving that 
Thinking in lian, but that Thinking fl. 
in God cannot be a ode of Motion; 
and that Some of the Conſequences 


he there draws, do indeed affect only 


the latter Queſtion, and not the for- 


"up 


See Third affect both Queſtions alike ; (fg 


| Defenſe, 
4g. 475 
48. 


other ; and the Conſequences I made 


17 

1 
be as ſtrong. in one caſe, as in the 
uſe of from him, were only ſuch asf 


which I appeal to every Reader ;) VC 
"Twas by no means conſiſtent with -- 
Ingennity and Candor, for you to inth 


deavour to impoſe upon your Rea-fr. 


ders with ſo weak an Anſwer. . 1 
x | . 1 


Anſiy. pag. To my laſt Argument, (which alſo it 


46. 


and Squareneſs a ſecond, and Cubs 


you ſeem unwilling to underſtand, in 


viz. that, if Thinking was a Mode oy 


Species of notion ; then, in like manhm 
ner as it 3s a proper Expreſſion to ſaylſſio: 
that ( ircularity is one Species of Figure 


0 


cal 


(49)) 
7 third, and Ellipticalneſs a fourth; 
Jo it woulel be propes alla to Ja 77 #hat-.. 


» | Circutas: y eine 6 EH « 
or, and Motion in #-Sywate a Neuem, 

. ant Motion” in am \3 r ; 
rand Thinking or Confeleſneſs a fourdb; 

it Þ (which'Confequencezl think, is abun- 


E dantly abſurd :) Tou reply; by quib- 
3 bling w upon the word perper, hat tlie 


eS Argument Has relation only to Pro- pag. 47: 


V priety ef Language, and that you ſee 
- | fot what ground f have ten this 
I enguage with you Whereas the 
Queſtion was not whether it was pro- 
le per with reſpect to the Language, but 
with reſpect to the See ; that is 

whether it was True according to 


bY ce \Confe@nence from it, to 'fay 
in aun e differs no otherwiſe 
from Cab Motion, than Circular 
lotion does from Eliptica! Motion or 
from Motion in 4 Square + And this, 
Iſoffit ſeems; (as you are indeed this 
d, time very liberal in your Conceſſions,) 
ou are willing to grant; And 1 


am well contented wich the er 3 


on. 

2 N 
cal 
'T 
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your ' Hypotheſis; and a Juſt and Rn 48 % 
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Defenſe, 


Anſw. pag 


( ( 039 Y 

. rñ WM „ nne bes ai ye gt 
| Alice: p42. Upon the: Queſtion, whether. iudiui- 

50, sr, ,,, Perſonality can be preſerved. by 

Oe. \e-continuat-tratsfenting of Conſeiouſneſs 

Fun one parat of Matter ta ant her, in 


| | lol fue 4 A Wee 4 tie Hrain ar 
 Hparits;z you repeat what vou be 
before advanced in your |Reflexions. 


An anſwer ao which, 1 not re- 
peat, but only deſire the Reader to 
compare what I offered in my Wy | 
Defenſe, pag. 62 68, & 5 88 
And I ſhall here maße only ſ = 
brief incidental Obſervations on what 
ſeems new in your reply e: 
In the firſt place you diſown none 
pag. 62 of the Abſurd Conſcquences Echarggg 
&c. 88 on your Hy potheſis. ,You;deny not / 
dc. but One Subſtance may be Conſcious f t} 
= aanidition's. having "Pie done by it ſelf 
which really tas not done by It, but b 2 
Kaſs, pag. Another Subflance-z you! ma ke Indivi 42 


| 


Se 34 


/ 
4 
7 
4 
0 


36, 67, dual Perſonality: to be 4 mere.\externd pa 


i  imuginary, Denomination, and all Self 2 
(Conſe rouſneſs a, mere Dream and Deluſ a 
lion ; you own that One Man mi po 
paſſabl; be two Perſons, and 2 or 20th; 

cOmpare 

37 Deo, Men one Perſon; ; that is, not Perſon Vo! 

t. 65, eacadtly Like one en but all reallſis, 

57. and aud truly one and the ſame individudo, 


72, 74. Perſon 


me 
Perch, 5 5 8 e the bind 
fine "yt 14 bind, mal "4 | 
9 | tronat N ſe *NBNitrdities we 
& | fay, Yer! ha 5 5 be 
* avoidable Cofiſeq juetRes Uf "Jour 4 
0 potheſi J or Pre yu d oe 5 
d — 


thing to fron! 
5. ing Abfürdi jeß; bur 
|| have only ered 15 fe O „ 
to Kiqns again What pro propoſed under 
$] 4er 1. Ansitz 


3. © You fay you we Nite ihe W u- oe 


a x 25 
— $f = n % % 
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Wand” Van 
1 m A 


ds clearin 


ne ing you” pore a impoſſible one,s* 24 
lat 4 ” cal "of chin 2 7b rb 7175 5 B 
It blk, are thpuing Oh 3 


! Wo} Df . 
Mee Mee, e e | 
oT to probe. The partfeular 15 | 
fff thelis Here referred te, (obs, Ib. 1 
ory may be preſerved | ing Ok - IJ 
M farce, by continually repekfing the m—_ C 
11} and 2a e theme afreſh upon el! —: | 2 
neFpartictes of Matter perpetualiy cle „ | 
elſſ ing in the room of thoſe that pafe. : | 
elf away,_) was, I ſaid, an impoflible Hy- 5 
ma potheſis ; And an impoſſible up My 1 
20 thefis it will always appear to be, til} 4 
you can find out ſome new Hypothe- | "i 
allSfs, by which to make it intelligible, 
Aus how it is poſſible that new Teas 


on G1” Tm 


(5. ) 

printed Ren ner. ew Particles, u 

pies Memory. of old Ideas. 1 ep. 

N nal, Farfigles. But I did not en- 

large rei ou becauſe,; ſuppoſing 

| Hiſfty of it, 15 it "OR 

a nothing towards your main 

urpoſe;z the Queſtion: being, ,nox 

Whether the Memory in general 
ſuch,or ſuch an Actions having bee 

45 58, might poſſibly be a ec in 

e manner you . but when 

N e the Coniſcio its being | + 

done by Me, by wy; own  Individuab ; 

Self in particular, could in this man- 

ner be continued: . Now how it was || / 

in, we a. hoggiag\gf the Breftion,. to ar- 

gi, at, Even on Suppoſition of the 

ſſibility. 4 the Hypotheſis now. 

— - Jet it would nevertheleſs, 

be impo for you from thence to 

make out the Concluſion you were to 

prove. 1. confeſs, I underſtand. not: 

Neither do I underſtand. * You can: 
prevail upon your ſelf to WPute'3 in 

ſuch a manner, 11 " 

22g. 55, A Many yon lay, og e 

ſhor# : eat kills another, and then ; 

returns to himſelf, without ; the leaſt 

Conſciouſneſs of what he has dome 3 can- 

not ee that Kane, to Hunſelf ; 
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and 


and FRI a — a the 
ſe her, Man are really two difbint 
Perſons; aan twa other Men un the 
Morid, and will be fo confedered.an 4 
Cours of Fudirature. Extraordinary Rea 
ſoning, indeed] Becauſe in a figurative 
be... Man, when he is mad, 2 
ſaid wot to be Himſelf : ; and in a 
ſeclt Senſe, is looked upon as — > 94 
ſwerable for his own Act ions; there 
fore in the Natural and Philoſophical 
denſe alſo, it Adlions are not hig own 
Aang, but, anorber Perſons: and the 
ame Man is really, two. An on: 
ſons 195 211017 91 5 51 11 
Tou adds. Should there be Jo Shock pag, 67. 
Y 4 Repreſentation 40 my Underſtanding, 
of 1:4 Mundler dene by me; ; mbioh:was 
0 really never dite at als % that : Treould 
Lot diſtinguiſh, it in | my: Mind from 
0 ſomething really done by me z af 1 cun ne 
t: ¶ vure help attibuting this tomy ſelf, cel 
Tis true; I could not help; it indeed; 
But it would be, (as Mr Loch well See Third 
expreſſos it,) a fatal Errour ; and not 9 | 
(as you would have it) a making me 
to be really the Perſon I am not. 5 
that tis evident (you go on, ) that Self antw. « Pag, 
= Jor Perſonal Identity conſiſis ſolely in 7 © 
f 3 Conſcionſreſc, * E wy one; that 
d is, 
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Pag. 68. 


Pag. 72. 


in Dreunr, as Mr Dock well expreſſes 


: Unleſs rather you, OR ! it Kab 


Jon + Ard ade 4 "Creation of nem e 
al Power of Thinking to 20 different Bo- 
or a \Qamſciouſnoſ=exkeriling to my 


P 
; # . F 


385 — in a Fu 


Nee 


_ ain.” And * ere 
; Ard mothi ng but * Dres 

a Dream 3 as, I preſume! ppg" 75 
found. 0 be, by every Man whol 
Reaſon 18 Awake. N Ass wk 161 

Te refloving, your ay, 5% P ower of 
Thinking wo" the fa ef b 70 4 ee 
Body ut '\the Reſurredion 2 with'a Mes 


mory or Conſciouſneſs « extending 7 p 
Adions, will be a 3 7 


1 


If ſo; then the reſtoring the Ike 
dies with a falſe Memory (a Dream, 


nary paſt Actions ai be a A male 
Ss ol Cas L. ſaid, „and as you e 
presſly allow.) to be; not Perſon 
like One another, but One und » the 
ſame individual! Perſon, at the ſame 
time that they continue different, in 


282. dag e -— ©. „ 7 DU. LIT 


4 telligent, rational» Men. That is folf <0 


more 20. Clocks, but one and the 


ſay 5 if tyenty of your Clocks hap - #7 
pen to go exactly Alike, they are 90 


\ oat} Aa 

fame individual ce en 
i ente 

f : MIO DH ET-1 ſ; 8 3% kl 1 „ele Ke 


* Foy: 

Tour Diſtinttion between raiſng fide 
ther ſame Perſon and creating a new 
One, is a Diſtinction without any the 

leaſt Difference. For, the Memory or 
Conſciouſneſs: extending to paſt Afions, 
which: you ſuppoſe makes the |ſame - 
Perſon in the one caſe ; does exactly 

as well make the ſame Perſon in the 

other caſe: It being evidently as eaſy 
for God to add an imaginary Comſci- Sce df. 
ouſteſs- extending \fo: paſt actions that paz. 67. 
never were, to a new created Body 

nom z as to add an imaginary: Comſci- 

onfaeſs extending to paſt acbiums that 
were done by one Body, to another Bo- 
dy at the Reſærrection. So that from 
our Opinion it unavoidabiy follows, 
that I may now at this preſent Time 

18 as poſſibly! be created a- new, and 
have another Self exiſtent at the ſame 
time with me, by God's adding to 

the Underſtanding of a new-made; Bo- 
dy\ſo ſtrong 4 repreſentation of my paſt See 4 f. 
Actions, thot That Other Myrſelf B. 55 & 
toll cord not dliſtinguiſb them in bit Mind“ 
inf from things really done I bim; (as 
you expreſs your ſelf in a like Caſe:) 
This, I ſay, is exactly as poſſible, in 

your Hy potheſis ; as it is for me to 

be raiſed again at che Reſurrection. 
A , Tour 
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pag. 69 
70, & 76 


= ſeioufneſs, which identifies the Perſon, 


| Ing were | his ows Thoweh 


( v6 ) 


Pour 2 which You 
endeavour to retort upon me, that; 


according to my Notion of Individu- 
al Perſonality, there can be no Re. 
ſurrection, nor any ſuch thing as Per- 
ſonal Identity at all ; is founded 


upon a fallacious Repreſentation, as 


if, by the ſame individual numerical 
Conſciouſneſs, I underftood the ſamerns 


 dividual numerical Ad of Thinking © 


Whereas the individual ranrerical Con 


is that Perception, by which thePerfon 


is ſenfible; that his P Ade of Thinks 


hi Tbongbto and not 
another; Which Perception, in the 


ſame continued Being, is a true Me. 


mo0!y, and can be true in that one 


numerical Being only; But in your 


fleeting Being, it would be a falſe 


Memory, 'a mere Deluſion, and might 


be impreſſed on any number of Be- 


ings at one and the ſame time: All 


which, diſtinct, intelligent, rational 
Beings, becauſe they happened to be 
in the ſame Dream, you would af 
firm to be one and the ſame indivi- 
dual Perſon ; And, for the ſame rea- 
ſon, if twenty Pieces of Money hap? 
pened to be ſtampt with fo like an 
l Impreſ- 


1 SS 7 
Impreſſion, that they could not be 
| diſtinguiſhed one from another ; you 
muſt affirm them all to be one and 
the ſame Individual Shilling, notwith- 
ſtanding their being different Pieces 
„FFF 
Having Branted, that if ever ſo ma- pag. 54; 
uy Thinking Beings have, (not one and 72. 
the Same numerical Conſciouſneſs, as by 
| your Compariſon of a vaſt bulk of 
| Jenſeleſs Matter being added to a 
Man's Body, you would very att- 
| | fully infinuate, in contradiction to 
che whole courſe of your Argument 
and moſt expreſs Conceſſſons ; but) 
having granted, I ſay, and contend- 
ed, that if ever ſo many diſtinc Think- 
© So Beings have within themſelves a 
Like Confeconſneſe or a Like preſent 
0 Repreſentation of paſt Ackions, they 
can all conſtitute but one and the ſame 
e Perſon; You ask me, whether each 
„of theſe diſtinct Thinking Beings 
x | muſt not unavoidably think himſelf 
the ſame Perſon that did the Action, 
6 and the ſame Perſon that every one 
„Jof che reſt will likewiſe diſtinctly 
= think himſelf to be? I anſwer, as 
before; They muſt indeed #rav0+- See abore, 
dably think ſo; But in fo doing, they 54. 53: 
H mT. -- 


$ 


muſt alſo en be wiſtalen: 


And. ſo, according to your Notion, 
we are all znavoidably we know not 


who, and do but fancy and dream our 
ſelves to be the Perſons we think we 
are, and write and read about we 
Tum not Whom nor hat. 
l Deſenſe; To your taking Refuge in the Taſbine 
P 67. of God, Thave alrcady anſwered; that 
the Queſtion is not, whether God 
will do an abſurd thing, but whether 
in the nature of things it be poſſible 
to be done. And whereas you allege 
Anſw. pg. that if God ſhould cauſe to exiſt twenty 
73: preſent Repreſentations of the ſame paſt 
Ainful AGions inſo many diſtin® Beings, 
the conſequent Puniſhment would be twen- 
ty times as much as the ſinful Adios 
deſerved and his Fuſtice required; and 
that therefore God will not do any 
ſuch thing: I reply ; The Difficulty 
does nor Jie there ; 'Becauſe-the Pu- 
nichment due to the ſingle Perſon's ,, 
finful Actions, might be divided pro- % 
portionably among the twenty di- ir 
ſtinct intelligent Beings, which in] A 
your way are all One and the Same] v. 
Individual Perſon; and fo, accordingſ ty 
to jou, there would be no Injuſtice]ſ >, 
done, becauſe the Puniſhment would fo 
notf 
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not be more than the Offenſes deſer- 4 
ved: And yet tis manifeſt, that I 
| „ 19 at leaſt of theſe 20 di- 
ſtinct intelligent Beings would be pu. 
Iniſhed unjuſtly, how ſmall a propor. 
ö tion ſoever they bear of the Puniſh- 
ment; becauſe they would be puniſh- 
ed for what they had never been 
Suilty of at all, however: by a'falſe 
Conſcumſuſs they might imagine them- 
ſelves to have done what they never 'F 
aid. Gd ; | \. i 
The Caſe you put, of a Perſon 1. 54g. 54.78, | 
ving well for ſome Years, and after- 
wards forgetting that he had done ſo, 
and then living for the future in all 
manner of Debanchery : z is ſo far 
From being an Abſurdity, as you call 
it, upon my Notion: of Perſonal I- 
dentity : ; that, onthe contrary, there 
tJ is no manner of Difficulty in it. The 
ur Man is not two Perſons, as much as © 
ns any two Men in the World are twa Per- 
ns; (which you declare he muſt be, 
di- in conſequence of your. Principles; 
in A Conſequence ſufficient to have con- 
meg vinced almoſt any Man, of the Falſi- 
ing ty of the Principles from which he 
ice ſees and owns ſuch an Abſurdity to 
ald follow z) But he is, I confeſs, (as 
ot H 5 you 
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you add in the next Words „ 4s much 


two Perſons as the fame Man Mad and 


Sober ir two Perſons; that is, he is 
wot at all two Perſons, bill plainly one 


and the ſame Perſon ; and ſhall juſtly 
8 puniſhed : as his loiquitie deſerve. 


You urge, that my Argument is no 
more uſeful to the Ends of Religion, 
than yours ; becanſe, anleſs the Soul, 
as an Immaterial Being, did perpetual- 
ly Think z a Proof of the Immateriality 
of the Soul, would not neceffarily 
prove a future State of Rewards and 
Puniſhments : And upon this you are 
pleaſed to make your ſelf merry, 


in a very needleſs manner. Now 


what Connexion there is between 
the Soul's Immateriality, and its Perpe- 
inal Thinking ; has been confidered 


. elſewhere. In this place it may be 
ſufficient to add, that whether the 


Immateriality ard Inmmortaliy of the 
Soul neceſſarily infer its perpetual 
actual Thinking, or not; yet avy Ar- 
gument is evidently ai ful to Relipion 
by proving at leaſt the Peſſibility and 
great Probability of a future State of 
Rewards and Puniſhments ; And yours 
1s PEP deſtruive of Religion, by 

ma- 


- + 
making 4 Future 'State of Rewards 
and Puniſhments not only [probable, 

but 1rpoſſoble ; ſeeing it infers (as I 
have at large ſhown) an abſolute I- 
poſſibility of a ReſurreFion of the ſame 
Perſon ; And, if a Reſurrection were 
pofſible, yet, by introducing ſuch 
an abſolute and fatal Neceſſity of all 
human Actions, as Mr Hobbs, and 
Spinoza formerly attempted to eſtabliſh 
by the ſame numerical Argument, 
(though from your Thinking: in the 
Same way, I would not conclude you 
All to be the ſame Iudividual Per- 
ſon;) it manifeſtly makes all fu- 
ture Reward unres ſonable, and all Pu- 
giſhment . ON which more, im- 
mediately. 


My firſt e to prove your 
ens deſtructive of Religion, was, 
that by in the Neceſſity of all 
Rader . it makes Ji of be 
al SbjeFs us more capable of Reli Lion, 
than Clocks and Watches are. 

To this Fong reply, F irſt', that Anſw. to 
Thinking 's being a Mode of Motion i in fn nn 
| a Y Syſtem * Lan, (which is the u,. 

SupraGeion E refer to, that deſtroys © 
all A m7 of Win, #s no where af- 

; | ' firmed 


1 
97 


— 4 - 
2 2 = "F \ - = l 
d< 3 : — — » 
E = — _— K 
8 - . — = <= — be - £4 2 


—— 
— 


r 
= : CSS TLER 
NEE „ 


= = - 1 
[2 the oem — —2 — a. Ab r * r — FE AT = — : b- £23= - — pr > > — — - = = 
A "2 _— —_ EPIC * rr: <= #> — — I "Ys — R 5 LC $$. - - 
wy —— - ” IEC. - go 1 * — * <4 _— 7. he's "AY * 1 *%* 
= 4 — — —— ” yo bd « $7.5 — Ne. fy ok * — 7 — _ \ 
— - —a * * - . 8 ad” 3 2 893 22 
— - — 0 CES : = 
1 — 2 Gi . ” N —— 


— 2 
— —— 
— — 


— 

— 

— 
— - 
— — 


* — , 
2 


—— * * 2 
— * — 
Ye w— — 
— — 
2 


— IR Ke N 4x4 ant. "—_ 
we a or EIS out rm 


— — 


. 2 we 1 
— — 
— 


— n 
_ — — 8 2 N —p 
7 Ay Sw EEC * Y _ by 4 ld. > Y - = - 
; 8 p < - & Miſh 4 5 To DA * — —— WS Soak, - 
— 725 — _ _ — — - g 
N . 3 4 — D RSV be 
2 þ 8 — 8 
— — — 22 = E A * F 
”. © I I EN 3 — * : $5 N 2 8 rer 3 7 : , — 
— 5 = — =. — r . — = * = 2 — —— —— - — 
- _- - — - mY 9 * — ——— — — — 3 — LS . . 
4 . _ , -— . 3 A 2 © — — 2 3 — 
* "as iS * 2 . — 8 "x" N 4 - * 2 : — 3 2 3 — =< 
. 1 — pf - So. n ei . 8 


* — W * 
7 $45 
——_ I — = 


. "a r ap 
— 3 
i 2 
— — — — ae 2 


2 8 
— — 


5 = 3 
2 — — 4 


2 ey — — 
8 


— — ! = 


I 
—— 7 * 
— . _ AUC - 
5 ——— — 51 — = 
— — — ———ʒñ ëLQ— — 
— 


22 


— — - _ 
— > 
— — — —— — — 


—— 


— 


N85 


firmed by jon. 
Quibble; as I have ſhown at large, 


Third Def. pag. 38. And above, bag. 


(653 
But chis is 1 mers 


25. 26. 

In the next place Aherefere you 
anſwer ſeriouſly; that Men and Clocks 
Agreeing in being neceſſarily determined 
in all their Actions, does no more prove 
them to be alike incapable of Religion; 
than an Immaterial Subſtance and a 


* See above Clock's agreeing in being * extended, 


Pag. 10, 11. 


thing that makes any Being incapable 
of Religion; What is it then, that 


gion. Had I not ſeen it, ] could not have 
believed that either you or any reaſo- 


agree in it, muſt make them both, 


Neceſſity is the very thing, that makes 


' proves them to be alike incapable of Reli- 


nable Man could have given ſuch an b 
Anſwer. Neceſſity, if Men and Clocks Ie 


\ 
" 
n 
any Being incapable of Religion : 

But Extenſſon, ſuppoſing Immaterial 0 
Subſtance and Clocks to agree in That, tt 
would not make Them both alike I be 
incapable of Religion; becauſe Ex- 
tenſion is not the thing, that makes 

any Being incapable of Religion. th; 


Neceſſrt ity, you muſt reply, is not the 2 


alike incapable of Religion; becauſe 


incapacitates for Religion? Wart of 
under. 


j 
ö ” 
. 1 
o 
4 X \ 
x * 
8 b 
85 8 4 
5 75 . f 5 
= SC, y 
* = 
1 4 3 


underſtanding, von ſay: For What gute. b.. 


excludes aClock from being 4 proper Sub- 55. 
ject of Religion, but the Want" of a bhu- 
man Underſtanding? and What it it 
that makes a Man a proper Subject of 
Religion, but his Onderſtanding s 1 
anſwer: Tis not Underſtanding, but 
Mill, that makes a Man capable of 
- | Religion; and tis not Want of Un. 
] 1 but Want of Will and of 
a Power of acłing freely, that makes a 
Clock incapable of Religion. For, 
ſuppoſing a Clock to have the 
Underſtanding of a Man; yet if, 
for all that Underſtanding, it 
continued to be moved by the 
Weights as neceſſarily as it is Now, 
*is manifeſt it would Then have no 
more Power of doing either good or 
evil, than it has Now ; And the only 
difference would be, that it would 
then Know and Underſtand it ſelf to 
be incapable of Religion, whereas 
Ino it is incapable of Religion with- 
Jout underſtanding or being ſenſible 

that ie is r ra mm 
And to make it appear, that Ne- 
e % in an Intelligent, as well as in 
at Ian Unintelligent Being, incapacitates 
of tor Religion; and that there can be no 
| Religion 


5 haps, it might ſerve ſome Deſier 


Ip (64) 

Religion without Freedom of Wi ill: 
 1offer only the following Argument. 
| Religion ſuppoſes a future State of Re- 
wards and Puniſhments ; and a future 
State Rewards and Pumſhments, 
ſuppoſes that God is pleaſed and diſ- 
: _ with the different Actions of 
Men ; and Gods manifeſting his' diſ- 
pleaſure towards certain Perſons by 
puniſbing them finally, ſuppoſes that 
ſuch Puniſument is juſt and that the 
Perſons deſerved it: For God cannot 
err. Now, if Men, with all their 
Underſtanding, were under the ſame 
Neceſſity in all their Actions, as a 
Clock is in its Motions; then, thoug b 
you would unreaſonably imagin per- 


( 
of human Government, to pull and | 
draw, to drive and puſh ſuch ne- 
ceflary Agents with the Screws and n 
Springs of Rewards and Puniſhments,ſ v 
as Men govern their Clocks by the N 

Addition and Subtraction of Weights : 1 
yet neither from the Hands of 05 to 
or Men could the good or evil Action 
of ſuch intelligent Machines Deferw 
either Reward or Puniſhment ;; no 
could there poſſibly be any Justice in 


Gods final diſtribution of Rewards 
and 


qa 


and Puniſhments ; 3 nor is there any 
reaſon why any Man ſhonld reproach 


— * 
. 


himſelf, or be Hamed by others, (even 

0 by thoſe who would be ſo unreaſon- 

% cas to puniſſ the Machine,) for any 

þ profaneneſs, impiety or Wickedneſs 

2 | whatſoever, for murdering a Man 
/- | (for inſtance). with his Sword, when or 
1 his Hand was moved 1 to do 
ait, by the Action of Subtle Matter 

ne | upon his Brain and ae any more 

r than if he had done it 'by another 

Ty Man's forcibly uſing his Hand and 


Sword ; Neither is it poſſible that 

God ſhould be pleaſed or angry y with 

any Man, for doing what he could 

ot avoid doing ; atiy more than a 

an can be angry with his Clock for 

going wrong even ſuppoſing the Ma- 

chine indued with Underſtanding e e- 

nough, to feel and be ſenſible that its 

Weights neceſſitated it to do ſo. The 

Notion therefore you maintain, of | 

Menus Actions being all Neceſſary, « -: 

Lory deſtructive of 15 10 So: = 
Till you can give aclear Anſwer 

ll to this Argument, you ſtand obliged 

by Promiſe to ahm that Man is 20 pa. 56. 


in ore 4 Subject % Ny: than a 
Clock; 


— — 


b 46). 


(loch ny, lo go further, 151 allow 
that there can be nb furh thing 'as Re- 
lies. Though, I hope, you will be 
better than. your Word ; and own 
rather, that there is no ſach thing as 
Necelſity. f 
p46. 61,52 Before we dilwiſs this Argument, 
vou will expect I ſhould anſwer the 
two Queſtions you put to me ad ho- 
minem. Though indeed vou have 
no reaſon to expect it; becauſe 
you knew, (but, for Reaſons beſt] . 
"known to your ſelf, took not the] 
leaſt notice of it) that they were] 
Both of them dire#ly and clearly an- 
2 ſwered in the places from whence bh 
had them. 
Pirſt, you deſire Mr Clark, 4 
n tinteins (you ſay) the Certainty off 
all Events, to ſhow what different In. 
Ke the ſuppoſed Neceſſity of our 4 
cions can have on the Power of Self, 


determination, that the Suppoſitior offf © 
the Certainty of our Actions has noth © 
I anſwer : Your ſuppoſed Neceſſity i]! 
direaly contradictory to the Pome 1 
| of Self determination, and therefor: 1 
manifeſtly inconfi tent with it s But ; 


the Certainty If peak of in the place 
yo 


ca) 


you cite, * no n at all ges 


with the Power: of . Self. determination; I. 7 


becauſe. it means (as is there largely z 5, 
explained). only that ere Futuritg, 216. 217. 


which, you yourſelf. muſt confeſs all nr 44, 


Actions had while! they were get fun 170. 
ture, even upon Suppoſition of the 
Power of Self-determination; For you 


can ſuppoſe, what you will not grant; : 
Power af Self. determination. And, 

I preſume, you cannot deny butevery [ 
paſt Action had, and every future As 
ction hs a Futurity, . (which is all 
that was meant by Certainty of Event 
in the place now referred to,) not- 
withſtanding that ſuppoſed Power of 


Self-determipation.. AT 


Secondly : 3 You ask, if (as Mr 58 Boy Es 
affirms) the neceſſary and eternal dif- N 
ferent Relations, - which, different * _ 
things bear to one another, always ard 128. 
and zeceſſarily do determin the Will = 850 b ee 
of God z and God is unalterably de- 101. 
termined to do always what is beſt 
in the whole ; then hom c4n he have a 
Power, of Sel r doteratinationd 2. I anſwer ; 

The Neceſſzty there ſpoken of, is only | 
a Moral. Neceſlity ; which, as to the 
East, may be e depended upon with 
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Edit. pag Which, if you would have * taker to 


- 190, Os. agreeing to'thoſe Defimitions given, where- 


21. apply them to a Senſe directly con- 


6 

infallible Certainty, (vis. that a Wife. 
Being will not act ſooliſoly, and a Good 
Being wr not do Evil; ) but, as to 
the hing at eff, tis in the natural and 
E 2 philoſaphical Senſe; (of which we are 
now treatirig,) 50 Neceſſity at all, but 

*ere Self-determination 3 As is at large 

z5id. iſt Explained in the Book you refer to. 


"s 5 8 i your elf the Character f an Ingennous 
e Adverſary, certainly you ought to 
2d Edit. 

p42. 110, have taken ſome notice of. For | 


111, 185, whey Terms are defied, ænd Inſtances 


194, Ge. 


by all Donbtfulneſs about one 'anothers_ 


meaning is in the moſt Herne! manner 


To cite an Author 
this, and 


* Anſw.. 
to 3d of excluded : 
fog 8 Words, notwithſtanding 
trary to what the Author largely 
and expresfly explains he intends 
they - ſhould be taken in, is no 
fair way of TIF. a Contro- 
verſy. 8 

My ſecoulf eine to VE yo 
Notion deſtruckibe of Religion, was 
drawn from the Coniideration of the 


Nature of Perſonal Identity, 
143 * a 0 


%% ˙eP1j ab .. ̃³˙˙— a 
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of the Reſurrectiun of the fame Per- 
ſon. To which all the Reply you 
have made, has been conſidered al- F. 


ready. r 


To your Argument, that, f we Anſiv. pag. . 
have no Idea of. the Subſtance of Mat- 7 Cr. 
ter amd of the: Subſtance of Spirit, ti, 
impoſſible to: prove that one it not the 


obher' z It might be ſufficient to an- 


ſwer, that an unpre judiced Perſon 
would be apt to think it as eaſie to 
prove, that there is a Subſtance in the 
World, of which we have =o Idea, 
totally different from the Subſtance of 
Matter; as that there ſhould be a 


Quality in Matter, of which we have 


0 Ide, | totally different from all pag. 34. 
the known Qualities of Mater. But 35, 38. 
to paſs thisover : I affirm, that from 

our Knowledge: of any Being's having 
certain Properties incompatible with 

the Eſſential Properties of Matter, we 

may certainly infer that the Subſtance 

of that Being and the Subſtance' of 
Matter are not the ſame, though we 


have no Ideas of the Subſtances/them- 

ſelves. We have no Idea of Infirte; * 

and yet every Mathematician _ 
1 3 
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Pag. 33. 


ledge of, yet, 
there may be other Matter whic 
wants theſe Properties; and ſo theſe 


Pag. 33. 


cad. 5 


demonſtrate concerning Many Inf. 
nites, that one is not another; and in 


ſome, the exact Proportion between 
One and Another; without having 
an Idea of either. And to your ſelf, 


you ſay, tis evident that God muſt be 
au Immaterial Being, becauſe he is 


wit hout Any of the Properties of Matter: | 
(I hope you mean the peculiar Proper. 
ties of Matter ; Otherwiſe Ex:/tenzef | 
will be one of its Properties, as much 


as any of thoſe you mention.) The. 
moſt Efſertial Properties of Matter we F 
know, > 
 Diviſtbility, 
maticians call its Vi inertiæ. 
will fay, 


are, I think, Iapenetrabiliiy, ; 
and that which Mathe-, 
If you 
that though theſe: Prg: 
perties belong indeed univerſally to 
all the Matter we have any know. 
for ought we know, 


Properties may poſſibly not be Eſſen 1 
tial, but only Accidental to Matter 7 


Then, I ſay, you either mean no 7 


thing at all by the Word Matter. ot 8 
elſe you mean by it the ſame at 9 
you do by the Word Subſtance z Ane [ i 


then your alurinng; God to be Tal 7. 
material 


| 
. 
A 
» 


muteridl,” will be as much as I 
ing him to have 10 Exiſtence. And, 


as to the Thinking Subſtance in Man; 


When you ſhall declare, that by 
the Thinking Syſtem of Matter in the 
Brain, you mean a Syſtem» of ſuch 
Matter, as has no Iapenetrability, 
no Diviſtbility, and no Vi, Inertiæ; 
we ſhall then diſpute upon a new 
Foot. 


In de mean time, nothing — pag. 73. 


elenrer to you at preſent, than that the 
Eſſente or Subſtance of Matter conſiſts 
in Solidity ; and that, to be Solid, is 
to be ro. extended with the Parts 0 of Space 4 


uf if ſoz Then the Oanipreſent God can- 
eiot co-exiſt with all the Parts of. 


Space, without being Material - And 


JI defire you would be pleaſed-in your 


next, to Anſwer the Difficulties obje- 
cted againſt your- Notion of Gods Ian- 


materiality, as they are expreſſed in 


the paſſage I before cited out of the 


Eſſay concerning the Uſe of Humane See ame, 
Reaſon ; ſabſtirnting only the words bag. 27 


[coexiſt with all the di ferent Parts of 


at Space] all along Inſtead of the words 


[co exiſt with all the Differences 'of - 


Ting). and [ Immerſity] inſtead of 


[Ever 


(- 72 J 
[Erernity.] And this I inſiſt on * 
rather, and deſire it the more earneſt} 
ly; becauſe (as I before obſerved,) it 

A is generally believed that That Elay 

N was written by a Perſon, with whoſe 
Reaſoning (for we are not to give any 
deference to 2 you 2 

thoroughly acquainted. WW 


As to what I ſaid againſt material 
=o” mpulſe being the Cauſe of Gravita- 
= . Page yh the hole, you ſay, is fou 
OG wet” this: that becauſe 0 Bullet, a Fea- 
ther, and Reer Le -Gold deſcend 
with equal Smiſtneſi in Vacuo, therefore 
material 2 2 cannot be the ey of 
| Gravitation, | Whereas, on the congll. 
trary, this was only an incidental In- 
—_— to ſhow by a groſs and vulgar 
experiment, (what Mathematicians 
know there are Proofs enough of in Pr. 
Nature.) that Gravity is exactly pro- 
portionable to the Quantity of Solid % 
Matter contained in Bodies, and not . 
at all to the Quantity of their Super- Pin 
ficies. This Proportion it is, that e- 
vidently ſhows Gravitation not to be 
cauſed by Material Impulſe. And, 
unleſs you could have found an Hy- 
| potheſis, 
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potheſis, whereby either the Quantity. 
of Solid Mater” in Bodies, and the 
Quantity of their Cuperſivies, coald be 
made one and the ſame ; or, upon 
Mechanical Principles, Bodies could, 4 
Py Superficial Contact, receive im- 
re Hulſes proportional to the C Quantity 
Pf Solid Matter contained in them 
Fou would much more advantagi- 
al ouſly to your ſelf; have „ | 
I he firſt palpable Errour:; than by a 
eap of things befide the Pur poſe;: 
have indeavoured to àmuſe nt 7 
ed ach Readers, as want Salt in Ma- 
Fe hematieks: Ih bo ay by A £5) Rl „ 
r eee e e 

My ſaying this .yotr oper IS! 
o inſinuate- to your Reader, that 
hat ' excellent » Perſon, Sir ſat 
ſewton, was of your Opinion in the 


in 
1 Leader, ir 4 pure Ficrion. But 1 hope 
id ou will take it in good part, that 1 


reſent” Queſtion 3 . Jou aſſure" "#0 jus. 8 17 


vas fo complaiſant to you as to im- 


Fin, that you were not yourſelf ſo 
er enfible of the Needleſneſs of your Ci- 
il ation out of his Book, as you now 
we — that . wetes 5 1277101 


18, 1 R 10 


pig. 91: 


the contrary,'that if we have not an Idea 
in the Univerſe, is a Neceſſary, In- 


4 @ Created Being: And by a better 
Argument it follows; if we - bave an 


4 diſagreement of Ideas in ſuppoſing 


ſtence of Matter, that is, if we have 


in ſomething Immaterial : And by 


( 0 ) 
* . 4 *% 
. 36 WP | | 


You tell us; If we have not an 

cles of the Creation of Matter out 
Nothing, we muſt inevitably. conclu 
Matter a Self-exiſtert Being 44 anſwer; 0 
By the ſame Argument it follows on 


s # L * * * S 


. " FP 


of the Self exiſtence of Matter, [ that is, 
that every diſtin& particle of Mattet 


A A Aw. „ A A _ 


dependent, Self-exiſtent Being, I v 
muͤſt ine vitably conclude Matter to be 


Nea of the Poſſibility of the: Non-Exi- 


an Idea that Space can (without a 
tracdlict ion) exiſt-without Matter in is; 
we muſt memtably conclude Matter f 
not to be a neceſſarily-exiſting; but 4 


Y 
4 
c 
f 
4 
4 
/ 


created Being. In like manner: B? 
the ſame Argument with yours, id 


follows, that, if we have not an Ide 
(as * you on we have not) of “ 
inherence of Thinking in Matter, wil * 
muſt inevitably conclude it to'imbent 


better argument it follows ; if we ſe 


Thinkin 1 


5... = 
1h Thinking to iubere in Matter, 
a | muſt inevitably conclude'st to inbere 4 
| 4 jmmaterial Subſtancc. * 
b 


What the reſt of your looſe and un paz = 
rz certain Diſcourfe about Creation and & c. 


on | Self Exiſtence tends to, I do not well un- 


leg | detſtand: Only, I am ſure, it is foreign 


is, to our preſent Queſtion, Yet twa 
tet] things there are in it, which, I think, 


tally. / 4% 
The firſt, is ; that from. theſe 


ter 
an Pot hes they ( that is, Atheiſts) . 


4 far worfe caſe, than upon the ſuppo- 
ter V tion of the Being and Government of 
God, and of Mes bring under his 
By peculiar Conduit, Protethron. and Fa- 
if vour 3] you. moſt uncandidly infer, 


even while they contiune fo, have uo 


wi = "ogy * frog OOO 


5 tify thut Deſire alk: ever AG. 
bre to fer « 4 Truth 2 a 


in | K 2 for 


deferve to Be 'romarked Inciden- 
Words of mine, [On whatever Hy- 


J. ceed, Nothing is ſo cettain, as that 
| Mer, conſidered withaut the Protection 


aud Conduct of a ſuperi iperior Being, is i 


that Aobeifta, according to M. Clark, "Page 89. 


The facet, is this; that, 0 gra- Pie. 88. 


- 


* 


89. 


92. 


4 
i 25 


1 |# 1 
LS x 
„ 


tes. 45. 


7% 


K * 
— . A * 


fer, and leaving it intirely to ſome of 


f God, you almoſt in the ſame Breath 


end your Diſcourſe with a pretended 
Compliment to Me; that you will 


/ 
o 


(38) 


for the Benefit of Men; you foall con. 


clude this debate (you ſay,) with an 
Eſſay, ſhowing a .way how to demon- 


rate the Exiſtence of God ; viz. by 
- proving the Creation of Matter out off 


Nothing : And this you do, by emit- 
ting for the preſent ſo uſeful 4 De- 


thoſe Gentlemen that are appointed 
anuually to preach at the Lecture 
founded by the Honourable Robert 
VV 


» 


5 Inſtead of concluding therefore, as 


you promiſed, with an Eſſay ſhowing 


4 way how to demonſtrate the Exiſtence 


repent of ſo noble an Undertaking, and 


give me upon this Occaſion a Teſtimo. 
ny in my Favour ; viz. that you 
verily think I neither believe too little 
nor too much ; but, am perfectiy and 
exatly Orthodox, and in ull liłeli- 
hood will continue ſo. And confide- 
ring we have had (you ſay) the Hap- 
pineſs in England, to have ſuch rd 


tional Parliaments and Convocation 


C3 1 that 


Cn 
| that have eftabliſhed nothing but Truth , 

nf IT ſhould have taken this as a Teſti- 

2 mony very much in my Favour in. 

by deed ; had you not elſewhere dropt 

off fome expreſſions concerning proſti- pag. 48. 
Fj tuting Conſcience ſo far, as to ſubmit 
el zo any mere human Authority, and pag. 46. 
off zo the Deciſions and Determinations 

ed of thoſe Men, that in every Country 

rel have worldly Preferments to beſtow e 

Ith Which yet ſince you make no Appli- 

| cation of, neither ſhall I. Only, in 
return for your Favor, I ſhall, in- 
ſtead of giving any Teſtimony con- 
cerning Von, conclude with moſt hear- 

ty Wiſhes, that you would be very 
careful, while you are diſputing about 
Metaphyſichs, not to oppoſe the Inte- 

reſt of true Religion and Virtue, with- 

out which nothing is truly valuable 

or praiſe-worthy among Men. ; 


POS T- 


rosrscRI T. 


Hereas Were has lately ban 
publiſhed. . a rude and 
| 3 Book. entituled, 
The Holy Spirit the Author. of * 
3 Or, 4 Nor of * Mr 


Dodwel' s + Epiſtolery Diſe conrſe, 


os Which Vindication:the Learned Mr 
Dodwel has been ſo far from diſappro - 
ving, (as there was Reaſon to expect he 
ſhonld have done.) that on the contra- 
ry he has referred to it in the following 

Words. The Defenſe of what I have _——. 
formerly produce = the Fathers, _ of 

I left to the Abler Advocate for 22 
Canſe, raiſed up for me by Divine or Fan. i 
Providence. And again: I ſhould ments, c. 
nom have proceeded to have Vindlica- Pb. 1. 
ted my Interpretation of, Gc. if Goll bas. 251. 
* bad not * ſuperſeded 


7 2 | that 


Pag. 293. 


Tor it. 


7 90 2 

tha part of my Work, by rain ing 
are o A a more Able Patron, 
that /o Excellent a Perſon, fo. utter- 


ly . unknown to me, ſhould prevent 
me with a Defenſe ſo much Better 


than 1 could have made for my 
falf— 


leave ſo much of ——— my 
Tanks im who is Jo much Fitter 
It looks to me, like a Di- 
vine. Hiterpoſition, Oc. And. again: 
How much I am indebted to Provi- 
dence" that has appeared on this oc. 
caſion, and to the Worthy Inſtrument 
who has ſo readily Nate Lind Cul 


| * Providence, Sci Wan! 


lt cannot therefore be i improper nor 
unfey ſonable, to give the World a few 
Inſtances of the Great' Abilities That 


Author has diſcovered in his ſo high: 
* 'cortimended b PE OO 


. o 8 
FE, 
* = 
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e 
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ne 25 
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N 
t 
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8 Aud. TL 108 a 90 * Ae | det 9 
In that Part 8 lates to the 
ee + oo. 


Mi. * 2 6 7 p * 
4 'Þ {1 f 0 C. 2-3 urn 


aj — HEY (fa 75 a1 bi [ihe Philoſo- r Vindicat. 


phers] |] maintained it [the Im- J 


mortality of the Soul] by way of, Anti- ork 
eig For, Wu ele Inftime 0 wha b — 
3 a hr 252 


| To what mY th ns natu· pag. 30. 
ral Immortality? e ak * 


ever, W Rags 1280 


\ * 


The On 51 Af 4 Natural Page 43. 
* Keule A the . 
WAS 4 Lie. oo 


*0039 . Hats, 44 6 td. e [Thus , 1 
rendred, very Tearhedly J. L is not Mn © 
fo of it elf to Ne, nf it is of God: 


* l. e. The Stub hart ror Liſs um li fel as God 
"1s from Himſelf. | 


;ö;ꝰ—m ha 


pag. 8, 10. Adecco der oy mTTWIOTYS ον rd ua 28 


en The ReſurreFion is of the Fleſh 


546. It. 


Mag. 25 


4s. 27. 


a ths. 8 hs ns 6 bk b 7 9 a e " TY 
- f G 
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0 * 


that fell ; WT the Spirit. doth not 


fil. —— What then? if it doth 
ſomething * 2 to falling, its as 
much to hy; Purpoſe. 


IF * That 3 16; 971 dies, though without falling to the 
- Ground, as t OY __ IN hams * Di- 
l ſlinction. £ i ; 4 f : 


2 in , 8 F: epi ation 2 


2 2 Alive, 17 20 more to the Mex, 


than "the Dead Carka ſs. 


— 4 
* 
* * 5 
o - 4 * [1 
x N 5 1 8 £ * * 4 * Ki > « 4 + * 4 
OS. 9 * 8 1 l 8 
* 


N 3 Bag can * 33 


immortal, becauſe by being ſuch they 
would be +Eq ual unto God, xot inferi- 


or or ſubject to him, but- independent | 


on him. 
I Contrary to common Senſe, - and to the expreſs be- 
clarations of All that defend the Souls Natural 


* 


eee igitur Apoſtolue, ce. 
Sic & Deus Ge. Thus ren- 


G dred, without any Senſe.} Whereas 


the Apoſtle 05 er God Ger. 


5 * In 


6 


bl -* * eo quod 1 e [This pag. --46, 


i 3 TR 
SI. - +4012 
* 


A | wandel with no Senſe. ] AX he 
h Same time they rn _ 
8 * L e. In or h their affirming. 


be | If [the Soul. be] a God in one re- Mey 4. 
ſpect, or as to Ore Attribute; 5 why fe Part 1 


not as to all the reſt? 


14 
.  * Viz. a Created N. ovin wholly obe 
7 Good P. caſure of Sos. 


Thoug b he ee cad in in- 24 6. 
deed, 1 Men have Perduration with- 
| out any Interruption, with reſpect to 

ly] the Sou; yet this is not to be ta- 


ken in a proper, but in a* ine 
Sen 


* What i Fs living fore ever, in a Figuative Rue ? i 


Then from this Opinion [of th Pag, 120) 
Souls natural Tmmortality,] it will 
follow that its Life is * neceſſary, or 
its Exiſtence; and why not its Pro- 
penſions and eisen If ſo; then 
the Man in conſequence Incepable of 


Sin, and no wa nel to Judg- 
* Nething leſs. 85 * 8 


Ia L4-.- ment 


— 


<4) 


went or Penalties on that account. f 
Then hence «it, will follow, mat to | | 
& Fre guar ou ſcious, is * ee 
thing, ce. ee 


* * 4 


24-1231 Ex irdhus igitur diverſis ac re- F 
been ene Aactus eſt; ut, 
i ec, — ſit Immortalis. Si autem 
c, fit in tenebris ſempiternis & |: 
in mortz. [Tha rendred] * The |" 
- SOUL ls made of different and 7 
en Principles: So that, if G | © 
ſhould be Immortal: But and if, 

Ge; SHE ſhould be in everlaſting 


Darkneſs-and: Death. 


F i. e. MAN is made up if. two different nd con- 
trary Parts, (viz. Soul and Body:) That if, &c; then 
H Eſbould be immortal, am injay "perpetual Lebe : 
But if, &c ; then HE ſhould be in everlaſting Darkneſs 
nd Death. The. Effet of -mhich Death, 3s pt to Kill ac 
wic bod Souls, but ro punifh them Ces c. And 
much more folſots, ro the jame pure. 
Noce. In che. Errata he ha pur (Man } ** [the re 
Soul]. Rut even That Correction does. not vg the TX 
vie Senſe eee Fo 146 | » 


4 
3 — 
— „ q . » 7 
J 8 1 : 
8 


x am 1 loſible( this . of in 
m_ mine, will be looked upon as Forced, Gr 


by . * 


a 


on EAN - 
by the * prejudiced and ignorant : 
But I -ratter not. That. © 
* * That j is, by all but Hi ſelf. 


* cum Aima ſoeietste Corpo- , 
ris liberata, in ſolo Spiritu vivit: & 13, 
When: ibe Soul being delivered fron 
the Sootety of this Earthly Bady, linen 

or .exciſts in the Spirit alone. That 
75, (ſuppofing Ladſntius to ſpeak 
in.a *:Chriftser.ſenfe ;)'when the Sox! 
and Body Both ſhall be Baer n 


Ius nturt ond” cc. 
i. e. In Mr Dodwe!'s Senſe. | 


"Homo configuratus eſt ex- 
Animo, & Corpore 3 y_ terne ac Pac. 14 
Temporali: : Man 1s faſhioned, f — 

oul and Body, Eternal an 
Temporal, Gc. There may be ſome 
advantage taken from this Place; I 


foreſee.: But. I think it's eaſily anſwe- 
red hy this Diſtinction: Either La- 


Aantius here argues from Frinci 
allowed by the Philoſophers; Or 


leife ®. owns an Actual. Eternal Principle 


in Man, reſulting from the Spirit of 


God, the 7.960, the quid divinum, = 


ſu peradded by Baptiſm. 


ide. Suppoſing him, again. to ſfeak in Mr Dod- 
70 : it ill then follow indeed, that he does 
jreak in Mr Lcdwei s Senſe, | 


Cum 


Pag. 1415 
142. 


748. 173. 


cauſes of their Perduration, and in. 


every Individual i in Baptiſ; ſpeaks 


interpreted.] The 7 irrational Soul, 72 


— dieth er with the Body : But 


the Son of (The "ar3;om; 679 Many , 
+ The Soul of Irrational Cre. tures, he ur hav, 


rendred it. 0 ame 
| 0es 


(8) 


"28 — ſemper bpiritibus fol 
immortalibus innumerabiles animas 
procreare, ſicut Angelos genuit : 
Whereas he might always have procreated 
innumerable Souls with their Immortal 
Spirits, as he generated the | Angels, vl 
cannot queſtion, whilſt he“ mentions 
Spirits in conjunction with Souls, as 


mortalizing them; but he means their 
being united ih the Eternal Divine 
Spirit And becauſe He is collated on 


9 a OM. NOM S. 


of him improperly, as if He was a 
particular Spirit to every Soul that i is 


Tanmortalized. 
8 T, he Author ev idertly means no ſuch thing. 


N Aber ne — 2 


ovvanοꝗvijc ue, * Sn oe do dpa v ; Ex 
vx, a fe G Creονν . Thus 


-— being earthly as to its Origination 


e 
tha 
C 


nie 


N 


Cunder ſuch l;mitations as are here * ap- 


ſed of —— being united with _ um- 
der the guidance. of the Spirit,) exiſts 
for ever and alk have no * r its 


Exiſtence. 
* Suppoſed by his own alin 


K- 9 45e, gi G TAE; ud" Z 4 a. - pag, 77 


wed y ueedv, dN I dom v v8, x c,? | 
7% £m rFIvunTms ures 5 ν2 [Thus explai in 

ed.] Man is a compounded, not 4 
ſimple Being, not conſiſting of / ſemilar 
Parts, but of an incorporeal Mind (or 
Spirit, ) [he doth not ſay, Lux, Soul, ] 
end of 4 Concupiſcible Body or ani- 
mated by Yox), Soul,  (Excellently 


diſtinguiſped .) 


ready to carp at this. my Parepbraſticat 
erſan; viz. that it's Forced and 
AExtarted. Al. hall ſay by may of 
PL4rticipation, is only this; that either 
Ihe Senſe I have given, 1s genuine; or 


| 75% it's impoſſible to reconcile it to 4 
* Chriſtian Sen ſe. 


* That is, to Mr Bod wels Senſe. And I every Au- 


hav: hor muſt needs ſpeah Mr Dodwel's Senſe ; or elſe the 


me great Alſurdity will certainly follow, viz. that he. 


del 


bes not ſpeak Mr Dod wel's Serſe, 


Granting 


0 A 95 aware that FLY may be zag. 179. 


689 


. 234. — any" Being" o be avs 
2 —— there's uo need of . 
it any further de ependetit on 
it's 9 for Exs but i bw 
as Self - ſufficient and independent, a 
„ * ag n . 


bag. 235. Bat he "a2 þ 2 Man mould 
have. been 4 God. 


5 


133 The 8 In mortality _ as; crea 
236. 

n ted Being, will 1mply, * neceſſary Baill 

ence to a Eternity à parte. poſt, 


much as of God himſelf. 
* Nothing leſs. 


= I 
| | f 
p46. 237- To Say that the Soul is naturallf 1 
| Immortal, and can in its own Nature] 
in conſequence of the. Deſign of Goc 
in its Creation, perſevere in uital Exiſ i 
ſtence for. ever, and ſhall nevef̃ die 
is to male it in 4 ſtric' and propeſ pi. 
Senſe neceſſarily-exiſtent, independent 7 
and its Death it ſelf or Annihilation * 
iupoſſible even to Omnipotence JK 
ol h 8 
þ 4 Thwgh it exiſts only in conſequence of God's , 


and Will in creating it; as. is * in che (7 
j .me Ne 


J 


„ 9. 
[; 
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JDeh 4 Criticiſer, (he ſays) err pag. 37 
Clark, [ foreſee may take. ſonre ud 

I vantage of my * ſeeming Miſapplicati- 

J | on of this Text. * Cc. y 

11 r 1 Nays very ey 8 did“ * AD AQ 


ts Vi [30G 1 oY oo * 1 
2 not this very N Nation [the Pag. 73. 
| Jar 0 he One God, 
8 Wages K No in the Devil 
* PFs burce of E: 95 s = 

ure 0 N. . 
Jod 40 Nada e Gulet, 0 pag. 74. 
*xil he Heathens,,.: of owning One God, the 
lie Creator of all thin gs 3 in ther 3s 
ohe plainly: a Lie, Daene 15 D the grand-— 
entſeſt Truth: Becauſe by bh. — God, 
tioſ * they meant the Devil 7 aFnal 
e 1 Kad e of God, muſt be ſrom Re- 
velation, x by God or the Devil ; 
2 by ung and cannot Ns obtained .. 
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by mere Natural L5 obt. at thel 
this two-fold Revelation, Ge. 


4 
Page 133. Hath 25. Clark * 
| are "any way rss 
in the Vital 2 of the Soul 4 Jo 


Denth, a ire er IR 
>: 7 oh of Heb) 7 
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ibid. Or can he P ine — 1. Wort 
the Man] # Concerned in the. happ) 
or 00 1 e\exiſtence of one Eſſenti 
13 perks Soul 5 #hitfFhe ofthe 


— jr — , is 


Tis it's mm Tnſen) Wig 

*or | 1 AL Mas is cofceriie 
happy or miſerable 2 Boch 

| earl Parts, whilſt aFna 5 ſe Ne 


ene Deren 
K wee 0 e aud fe. 


. 135. * ee e ! One Sol 
Tze other Lie Rational] be muſt 
| 0 er N Fe ws 8. 
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pag. _ * "a it 3 4 Compitn to 20 
ad "bs of contrary , n Har]. 
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vice for Mine t6 con 
conſltvent' Party; 
00 b other” alide; * 
one dubjecx to difloſution, the other tot 
| 0+; 7 ind certein +Bet the Soul "is 
Ern mortal, Her As the 
y is ? Or, i it rot renn, b,. 
Both bis confituent eftptiat Ports, «s 


animal and reaſonable, muſi partake of 
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Immortality 2 Ir St #64 SELE-E VI. 

ph 4 4 e Ll both Stapes, This and tie | 
ure 

, Ar: char ant Self- evident conſequence indeed q 


g the ſame \Netwre an te Mattality. ! 


; 'þ wile ries the , berate * VITAL 149. 


1er of. 1 e Soul, 7o the Man ? If 
deere [t Mart]! be dead, the Soul 


1 1 4475 2 N ; 
"111 Mee. | in . Anal as . he Bed, 


That is; there is no difference between being Alive 
and Dead. 


2 ©. Bans, — 


i When he * was puniſhed . 


for his Tranſgreſſion, —The. Breath 
E Spirit a; Jin who 
| Gaith I e che Lifts withdrew from 
this Hlef of  an,cartbly original, and 
en the Auiaral dropt into Death 

2 * the * being, . 


ou 


becauſe it 
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